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PREFACE. 



This BmaJl volnme was published six years ago. The aatlior 
haa received repeated applications for anoiher edition, and in 
compliance with written and verbal requests, now reissaea it, 
differently arranged and somewhat enlarged. He has abridged 
some arguiuenta, omitted others for substitutes, more directly 
coming under the general heads of the discussion as here pre- 
sented, expanded some, and added new matter ; but not seriously 
to affect the original design of "multmn in parvo." lu its pre- 
sent revised form, he tbinlts it will be more acceptable to his 
readers, because presenting more prominently the peculiarity of 
discussion lie deems of importance, in this all-important contro- 

The opponents of the Divinity of Christ, are ever appealing to 
Ebasos. The drift of their writings is to show, that the advo- 
cates of this doctrine have " most uncommon skulls ;" that the 
imbecility, irrational ty irrelevancy mcompatibiiity, inanity, ab- 
surdity, etc., of our arg ments r ally impeach us before the 
tribunal of Eeason that our d ctr e is contraband by the laws 
of common-sense ; ^nd unpract cable to a philosophic feith. Just 
here, are we ready f r defense prepared to show, that as tliey 
professedly admit the veracity of the writers of the Bible, their 
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faith places tliem in a wilderness of dilemmas, all of Tigorous 
growth from tho soil of Eenaoii. And if it can be done, they can 
have no reasonable objection that, 

Ewh strimg dHemmn, In ils timi snd place, 
Shall Blum theli q-steni fn s dcepewla f aae. 

At the same tune, we disavow all intention to place them in 
any thing like a false position. The subject is too serious, and the 
interests of truth too weighty, to allow any such attempt, had we 
the disposition to be unfair in this respect. Oni aim is to con- 
vmce by well-founded argument, by assuming the very ground 
which we have often been represented as avoiding, and by pur- 
suing a line of discussion with which they onght to be the last to 
find faolt, who deal in logical expedients, to overwhelm ow view 
of truth with an avalanche from the lofty summit of human rea- 
son. Taking our turn in this way, we sincerely hope may not be 
a matter of complaint to any of our readers, who may bestow re- 
flection upon what has here been presented. 

A writer, who has given a very lucid account of tho system we 
oppose, informs us, that " Unitarians take the Bible in then' hands, 
and sit down to read it, as plain unlettered ChriBtiana, and with 
prayer for divine illumination." We feel quite sure sneh is the 
most likely way of arriving at the truth ; and for this very class 
of minds, disposed to receive the truth, with the simplicity and 
honesty of little children, from the sacred page, we write. "VVe 
wish to show that our doctrine is fairly deducible from plain state- 
ments of EovelaUon, and that the admission of its opposite is in- 
compatible with the reception of the Bible, as a rule of faith and 
practice ; because the faith it enjoins and the practice it inc 
require ng, es we think, to receive the Lord Jesus Christ, as 
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origiiuU Bebg, naiting two natures in oao person, the 6ivine acd 
the human, to effect the great purpose. of our redemptioo. We 
think it quite unwise, A priori, to limit God, by saying this in- 
volves an impossibility ; it is aaaraning the very tWng to be proved. 
Now, if wo take tlie Bible and " read it as plain unlettered Christ- 
ians," and find two classes of didactic affirmations teaching ns 
that Christ is both God and man ; and if it involve no iutriasie 
absurdity, should God please tfl form sucli a union for a apeciSo 
purpose, why should our doctrine be "a stumbling-block" or 
"foolishness " to any man, thus actuated by a sincere deske to 
know what directions are ^ven in tbo way of elucidating the 
ansv!er to that question, " What must I do to be saved ?" 

The mode of proving the divmitj of Christ is the same em- 
ployed to prove the divinity of the Father. It can be done iif no 
other way. The argumeuts in the one case, from the Scriptures, 
ore the eame as in the other ; and they are equally conclusive. 
They are positive, and can never be answered by negative ones. 
If we prove that Christ is God, that proposition is not disproved 
by the evidence that he is man. 

The system we oppose is Socinianim. But although we pre- 
fer to call thmgs by tieir right names, lest the use of this term 
should prove offensive, we have taken another as a matter of con- 
venience, namely, Umtarianisin ; because it has been appropriated 
by the largest Body denying the divinity of our Lord, and is now 
by common consent understood to deaigoate all who repudiate this 
point of Christian faith. We use it, however, under protest ; for 
the writer, and all those who think with him, axe in the strictest 
sense Unitarians, as they most firmly believe in the unity of God, 
and in the subordinate relation of Jesus Christ, as Messiah, Me- 
diator, and Man, to the Father. Hence we yield that to which 
they arc not exclusively entitled. 



^db, Google 



Bnt there arc other Bodies, besides the one referred to, who 
embrace Sociniao doctrine, and are not eeclesiastically known by 
the term Unitarian, namely, Christians. One of their writers aays in 
the history of this Sect : " With ¥ery few exceptions,- they are n:Jt 
Trinitarians, averring that tliey can neither find the word nor the 
doctrine in the Bible. They beliere 'the Lord, onr Jehovah, is 
one Lord and pnrely one.' That ' Jesns Cliriat is the only begot- 
ten Son of God.' That the Holy Ghost is that divine unction 
with wMch our Sayionr was anointed, the efiiision that was 
poured out on the day of Pentecost ; and that it is a divine emana- 
tion of God by which he exerts an energy or influence on rational 
minds. While they believe that Jesns Christ is th6 Son of God, 
they are not Soeinians or Humanitarians. Their prevailing be- 
Uef is, that Jesus Christ existed with the Father before all 
worlds." In other words, they are Ariun3.* 

Friends, (Hiehalfes.) One of this Body thus writes : " We 
believe in the divinity of Christ— a divinity not self-esisting and 
independent, hut derived from the Father, being the Holy Spirit, 
or God in Christ.'f 

Eest(yratioiiists. " In rdaUon to the trinity, otomment and/ree 
will, the Bestorationisls' views harmonize with those of the Unita- 
rians."! 

Univermlists. "Very generally, Uoiversaiiats have come to 
entertwn, what are commonly called Unitarian views of God, of 
Christ, of the Holy Spuit, and of Atonement : at least there ap- 
pears to be a very general similarity between us and the English 
Unitarians, not only on those subjects, but also on the nature and 
duration of punishment, on the subject of the devil," eto.^ 

» Rupp'B Hlslorj of Koligious DenomiosUona. (lSi4,) p. 169. 

t IdBm, p. B28. } Kopp'a Hlstorj, p. 655. « Kupp, p. 180. 
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PREFACE. Vll 

From these estracte, it will be seen that ont system is opposed 
to Arianism and SociDianisai, each of which embodies the great 
chatacteristic of TJmtanaaism, as thns expressed by one of their 
writers " Ucitariaas maintain that God is one mind, one pet- 
son, one vindiTided beit^ , that the Father alone is entitled to be 
called God m the highest sense , that he alone possesses the 
attributes of infinite nnderived diTinity, and is the only proper 
object of f,upn,me worship and love. They believe that Jesus 
Christ IS a, distinct Being Irom him, and possesses only deriyed 
attributes , that he is not the Supreme God himself, but his Son." 
" This must be the great leading doctrine, the distinguishiag, 
and, properly speaking, the only distinguishing feature of Unita- 
riaiiiam,"* namely, the negative doctrine, that Christ is cot the Sa- 
preme God. Inaanuch as we aim to specify all these Sects as 
involved in the same fetal error, the term we nse, must be under- 
stood to include all, though it expresses a dootrine peculiar to oeithcr. 
Wc Tise it, as has been said, for the sake of convenience, and to 
save circumlocution ; and rcspectfally ask all of them, candidly to 
consider whether reason and conastency do not require them to 
accept onr doctrine, or reject the Bible, and thus become Deists? 
Becanse we think they can not, will not do the latter, we hope 
some at least will do the former, " that they may find mercy of 
the Lord in that day," 

• Enpp'a Hlalory, p. 704, 
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INTKODUCTION- 



To those who beliere that the Bible contains the wU! of God 
for the guidance of Man, the following obserraUons, preliminary 
to the argnment presented, must appear self-e¥idently trne. 

Our title-page ezpressea the doctrine which we intend to de- 
moDBtrate not only by direet proof, hut hy the consequences that 
fairly flow from its denial ; and we thinlc no exception can be 
taken to iHs manner of handling the subject. In our judgmeat, 
the argument technically called Eedtjctjo ad absubdck, is emi- 
nently fitted to conyince men of the truth of this doefrine. It has 
the advantage of a constant appeal to first principles, and to com- 
mon-sense ; and is the shortest way of screwing up the mind to a 
permanent decision. The greatest respect for those who dllFer 
from ns, is perfectly compatible with our anxiety to convince 
them of what we tHnk dangerona errors ; nay, the very attempt 
to lead them to what we are persuaded ia the truth, if ^irly inter- 
preted, will sceute for us a hearing. 

Our appeal is to Eeason, and we address our ailment only 
to those who can reason, who dare reason, and who will reason. 
We have somewhere read : " He who can not reason, is a fool ; he 
who daro not reason, is a coward ; and he who will not reason, is 
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X INTKODUCTION. 

a knave." This is brief. It describes tliose to whom books are 
of no use, and for whom they were never intended ; and if any 
such happen to get hold of this, we hope they ■wilt quietly lay it 
down. It is written only for reasonable men, who are williDg, 
irrespective of sects and parties, to have their opinions sifted by 
the riu of Bible truth. If their opmions stand this test, it mil 
be to them a matter of rejoieing, a solace and source of peace. 
If they do not, the sooner they are abandoned the better. 

Because salvation is a matter of mere mercy, and not of justice, 
God has a right to settle the grant according to hia own good 
pleasure. He has a right to prescribe to sinners what they must 
believe, as well is what they must do. The nooTEMKs of the Gos- 
pel are therefore authoritatively given for this express purpose, 
namely, to form our system of religious belief and to regulate our 
course of moral action. Were salvation to us a reward of works, 
it would bo connected consequentially with our course of moral 
action ; but because it is a gift of grace, it is suspended upon 
our system of reli^ons belief. We therefore can no more arbi- 
trate in matters of faith, than in matters of morals ; and we are 
just as responsible for our faith as we m^ for our practice. Were 
this not the case, the solemn declaration would never have been 
made : " He that believeth, shall be saved : he that believeth not 
shall be damned." , 

That salvation must be consequent upon a right faith, and in- 
dependent of human merit, is obvious from God's method of esti- 
mating character. His rule is this : ''■ As a man TBraKErn in, his 
Imrt, so is he." Now if we pursue a eom^ of right acting ia 
matters of mere moral conduct, and yet a course of wroi^ think- 
ing ia matters of religious belief, it is of no moment how com- 
mendabfe our eifemnl lives may be, we can not bear measnie- 
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INTRODUCTION. XI 

ment by this rule ; and being found wanting;; we can not meet 
with tLe mercy of oar Maltep for tliia simple reason ; instead of 
obeyiag Lis prescriptive will, we set up a standard of our own he 
can never acknowledge, aod tbns become guilty of an act of tie 
highest rebellion. 

All doctriaea are not alike important. All errors of faith are 
not alike prejadicia! to the welfare of the gouI. But some doc- 
trines Bie fundamental, and some errors are/ofoi. This is evident 
The doctrines which are the foundation-stones, snpporting the 
entire fabric of Chrisfianify, mnst be believed; for the belief of 
them is necessai^ to form Christian character, and consequeafly 
necessary to salvation ; and by the aforesaid rale, " as a man 
thinkelh in his heart," thus receiving or rejecting them, " so is he," 
in the sight of God. It becomes ua, therefore, to " search the 
Scriptures" diligently, that we may be able to discriminate be- 
tween those doctrines which are necesaary and those which are 
not ; " ready always to give an answer to every man that asketh 
a reason of the hope that is in ns." When immortal interests are 
involved, our wisdom is shown in fearlessly encountering whatever 
may be respectfully said in opposition to our views. To confront 
Btatcnients of principles with sallies of passion, is indeed neitiier 
prudent nor safe. "We can not afford to decide the validily of our 
heaTCnly hopes by such an nnseemly contest. The man that has 
supreme love for truth, will defend his principle by urging facta 
and proofs, until he convinces or is convinced; and then, in the 
name of truth, will either demand or yield a surrender. Or if he 
be debating a point with himself, he will honestly weigh both sides 
of the question ; and because he does so dispassionately, though 
it may be slowly yet surely shall he arrive at the truth. This is 
the general issue of all inveatigation thus made. 
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Xll TXTRODUCTIOS. 

Araong tliosa doctrines wo conaidcr fundamental, the Supreme 
Deity of Clirist ia preeminent. Tlicy wlio believe tjiat He is 
GfoD, and tliey wlio hold him to bo no more than a ceeatuks, em- 
brace two doctrines upon which are built up two syatema, neces- 
sarily as wide apart ia their principles, statcmcntg, and general 
results, as the poles of the earth. Theira is not a simple disagree- 
meat, but a total, irreconcilable contradiction, from the beginning 
to the ead. The one is a positive, the other a negative; what the 
one aitrada, Iho otiei rejiets; therefore if one be right, the other is 
wrong i if ouo be savmg truth, the other is rumous error. Tiie 
difference may be thuia briefly stated. If Christ be not God, but 
a mere creature, then I am an idolatkr, and according to the 
Scriptures, my faitli ant] its results must banish me from heaven. 
Tf^nn.tha.nlihpr hand, ChriatJaeJjpfl and not a creature, then they 
who believe the contrary are iuvolved ia this calamity, because 
" they glorify Him not as God;" and because they " change the 
glory of the incorruptible -God" by degrading him to the level of 
a creature. If Christ be not God, then is it impossible for me to 
be saved, for I depend upon his infinite atonement and imputed 
righteousness for salvation, which no creature can make ; but if 
Christ be God, then fhey who reject his divmity, in rejecting his 
atonement and righteousness for their personal justification, be- 
cause he is but a creature, are consistent with themselves ; but 
by that means they put themselves out of the pale of Gospel hope, 
"for without the shedding of blood there is no remission." 

These things are so, or they are not. If they are so, it would 
be very unfair to decij this statement on the score of " unchari- 
tableness," because charity itself, which means love to men, natu- 
rally urges the investigation here commended. If they are not so, 
then charity is equally concerned in exposing the fallacy of the 
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IKTRODUCTION, -Kill 

subsequent argmncct. Principles, sjgtems, and tlieir practical 
results, so iar as they relate to the best intercsta of men, charity 
demands us to canvass ; that truth may be brought ont in all its 
strength, to animate oar hopes, fo subdue our fears, to iaTigorate 
our faith, and to secure our peace. Charity, in the eaat phrase 
of the day, means th'e obsequiousness of an elastic conscience ; the 
ductility of religions prmciple ; by which, out of mere compliment 
to all men, wo should regard their opinions, be they what they 
may, with equal forbearance and outward respect. This senti- 
ment, howcTcr, which the word never did and never can convey, 
is as Sdso in theory as it is mischievous in practice. According 
to this, Christ and his apostles were the most uncharitable de- 
nouncers tbat ever lived ; and ail efforts to recover men from the 
dangers of error, are the mere outbreakings of an uncharitable 

But we have not so learned the Gospel. " Charity rejoiceth. 
not in iniquity, but rcjoicoth in the thitth." Because she loves 
the souls of men, she is faithful in exposing' error ; and while she 
holds up the true Gospel, she is bound, at the same time, to rebuke 
such as " hold (he truth in unrighteousness ;" and warn men against 
all that is vitiating to a saving fwth, and all that is fatal to a 
solid hope. If, for instance, the supreme Deity of Christ be a 
trnth, it must be a fundamental truth for out of it grow other 
truths which the Scriptures teaeb are necet^ary to salvation. 
Tlierefore we are bound, by every Christian sentiment fo bring 
this matter to the t^t of Scripture, pushing opimons lo their legi- 
timate consequences, regardless of what civillers may think or 
say. Prom the lovers of truth, sincere it may be 1 1 an error, 
there is every thing to hope ; from the indiffercctist and pseudo- 
liberal, there is nothing fo fear. Wl Iniow of no other way 
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xiv INTKODUCTION. 

whereby we maj obey the apostolic injnnctiona; "Earnestly con- 
tend for tho iaith once delivered to the saints." " Prove all 
things, hold fiist fliat which is good." " Whatsoever things are 
true, wliatsoever things are honest, whatsoever things are jTist, 
whatsoever things arc pure, whatsoever things are lo^y, what- 
soever things are of good report, if there foe any virtue, and if 
tiiere be any praise, thins on these things." 

The great question to be settled is this— Do the Sckiptcres 
TBACH THAI Jescs CbKisi IS THB SuPBKHB GoD ? We belicve 
they do most dearly establish this doctrine, and wo think it can 
be shown to the satisfaction of every considerate d d d mmd 
unshackled by prejudice, and unpledged to a y m ight 
wrong, that this belief necessarily flows from, d nse j ntly is 
enjoined by the Bible. We, therefore, invite d to 1 k 

at the proof we offer, and which convinces us, a p int w m is( 
consider vita! to Christianity ; and we especially invite them that 
differ from us, to get rid of the dilemmas, into which, wc think, 
they are placed, without impeaching the Scriptures. Whatever 
system of faith reduces us to an absurdity, mnst be abandoned. 
We intend to show that sach ia tho effect of the denial of the Su- 
preme Godhead of Christ, aafLi£ wo succeed in any point out of the 
many we atfempt,in that point we ask for a snirender ; not to us, 
but to THDTH, for its own sake : if we succeed in but half of our 
attempt, we ask for the surrender of a faith npon which reliance is 
thus proved unsafe. We seek nothing but the salvation of those 
who hare been misled, as we think ; and who are generous enough 
to renounce ill-formed opinions, whenever they ere shown to 



^db, Google 



CONTENTS. 



CHAPTER I. 

iHSPiHinON: Proofs— Extracts from a TJmtajian "Writer- 
is of hia view — Lowest Inspiration, . 



CHAPTER IL 

I. DiLBiutA; EiSter (^rist is Ihe Supreme God, or there is no 
name by which God caii be disiingmshed frrmt ffia crealwes. 

Collation of Scripture — Qualifioaliona of Paul—Prooa from Now 
Testament — Consoqueneea — Terifleation of Dilemma, . . 

CHAPTEa in. 

II, DiLEKUi. — Mher Christ is God, or Mohammed has given 
Toare corred ideas of God, and is therefore a safer guide than 
Jesus of NasarelTi, 

Christ's conduct — Asserta hia claim Ijcfore the Jews — Bz- 
plains bia ffature to Philip — Qiiotationa ttom tha Koran — 
Dilemma yerlfied — Unitoriaji eiplanatioo, . . . . ' 



Id b, Google 



CHAPTER W. 

Ill PiLEMJH EiUfr ChuH ts God, or the Sup-erne Being has 
ne itUMnmuiiicaiU attuHie peaihar to Ilia nature, whereby he 
can le duUngauJied pom. His creaiiis-es. 

Ehjnutj — Immutability — Omnipresence — Omnipotence — Omol- 
siien""— ImmPHiity — Dilemma Tirifled, . . . . ■ 



CHAPTER T. 

IV. DuBiiMA: Either Christ is God, or, the Irath of Smplvre 
admitted, there is no proof that there U a God at cJ?. 

Proof of the Divine existence oppealed to by God himself— Col- 
latioa of Scripture— An Absurd Consequence — Dilemma yeii- 



CHAPTER VL 

T. DiLEUHi : Kiher Christ is Ood, or there is w peculiar u 
ship hy which Ood can le disiingaished from Sis creatures. 

Quotation from Channing commented upon — Examples of W 
Bliip — Scripture Proofe — Consequence — Quotations fi 
Priestley and Cbamiing— Dilemma YeriEed, . 



CHAPTER VII. 

VI. DiLBMMi ; MOt^ Christ is the Bitpreme God, if he vi 
vihen on mih, a good man ; or if he was only a man, on! 
rreafwre, fte invst have been a very lad man. 



Hcssdb, Google 



Quotations from Dr. Channing and the Koran — Christ under, 
stood his own Nature — His Trials — Christ before tie San- 
hedrim — Tlieir coaduot — Cliriat put under Oath — His Con- 
demnation — Meaning of the phrase, " Son of God" — How Hie 
Jews understood it — The Character He liad acquired — He 
coaflrmed them in tlieir Interpretation of his Words — Conse- 
quences — Can not get rid of thom — Anotlier Court Sesaon — 
Theu' Ciyil Accusation — Christ before Pllato — His Honesty 
in Explanation — His Acquittal — Pilate's infamous Coadaet — 
Consequences — Dilemma verified, ... . li 

CHAPTER VIII. 

vn. EiLBMai. — Either Christ is Go4, or he is not Gie Messiah. 
His OlEocs proTcii— Divinity of the Messiah — What Iho Messiah 
) if he lie not Divmc — Dilemma 



■verified — An 

CHAPTER IX. 

OnjEcnoNS feom Scbipttkb akd Beasdm answibed. 

The lalue of objections— Shifting ground— The fallacy of objec- 
tions — Why we can not accept Unitarian f^th — Our argu- 
ments not yet answered — Hnltarian ratiocination — Our po- 
sition not touched — Their proof-tests harmoniao with, our 
yieT? — "SonofGod"a title in harmony with our Tiew of His 
Nature — Quotaliona from Dr. Channing — Shown to be futile — 
Quotation from Dr. Dick— Dr. Channing's rule of exegesis- 
Its operation — Other vital doctrinea denied — Personal salva- 
tion put in jeopardy l: 



Hcssdb, Google 



CHAPTBE X. 

coHCLirsiOK. 

Socinianiam dangerous — Our view of atonement proved right — 
Grand meana of salvation— " What must I do to be saved?" 
unanswered— Brief address to those who deny the Divinity of 
our Lord, II 



^db, Google 
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Inspiratios: Proofe— Extracts from a Unitarian Writer— Conse- 
quencBS of bia view — Lowest IniSpiration. 

As the Bible is our ultimate standard, by which 
we are to determine all questions of doctrine, wc 
must know to what extent we may tely upon its 
statements. Is it in whole or in part, "the word of 
God, and not the word of man"? Are its contents 
inspired by God, or are they the productions of 
minds, divinely taught, in the writing of which their 
authors were kept simply from making mistakes ? 
Is Inspiration plenary or partial ? All questions of 
this sort, must he answered by the Bible itself. 

On this subject its statements are not made with 
hesitancy, but in clear and cogent language. We 
are told that " God, who at sundry times, and in 
divers manners, spake in time jxzsl by the prophets, 
hath in these last days spoken unto us by his Son,"* 

* Eeb. 1 : 1, 2. 
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20 SOPEEMB GODHEAD OF CHRIST. 

We are told that "propliecy came not in. old time 
by the will of man ; but holy men of God spake as 
they were moved by the Holy Ghost ;"* and that 
these men "prophesied of the grace that should 
come unto you ; searching what, or what manner of 
time, the Sjdrit of Olirist, which was in them, did 
signify, when it .testified beforehand the sufferings of 
Christ."t Our Saviour indorsed the canon of the 
Old Testament, when he said: "All things must be 
fulflUed which were written in the law of Moses, 
and in the Prophets, and ia the Psalms, concerning 
me. Then opened he their nnderatacding, that they 
might understand the Scriptures.":!: These are the 
" Holy Scriptures" in which Timothy was educated, 
and respecting which Pauhsays: " All Scripture is 
given by inspiration of God, and is profitable for 
doctrine, for reproof, for correction, fer instruction 
in righteousness." § Paul says that he " neither re- 
ceived the Gospel of man, neither was (aught it, but 
by the revelation of Jesus Christ ;"|| and again, speak- 
ing in behalf of all the apostles he says : " Which 
things also we speak, not in the words which man's 
wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost teach- 
eth."^ And that this inspiration accompanied their 
pens as well as their tongues, appears from this 
assurance: "The things that I vjrite unto you are 
the commandments of the Lord."** " By revelation 

• 2 Pet. 1 : 21. -f 1 Tet. 1 : II, 12. 

X Lnke 24 : 44, 45. § 2 Tim. 3 : IB, 18. ] Gal. 1 : 12, 
f 1 Cor, 2 : 13, ** I Cot. 14 : SI. 
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ho made known unto me the mystery ; as I wrote 
afore in few words ; whereby, when ye rea3, ye may 
understand my knowledge in the mystery of Christ, 
which in other ages was not made known unto the 
sons of men, as it is How revealed unto hia tioly apos- 
tles and prophets by the Spirit."* 

This direct and unmistakable language teaches us 
to rely with all confidence upon the facts, state- 
ments, assertions, doctrines, etc., of holy Scripture ; 
respecting which there is no misstatement by the 
writers, no mistake made ; the thing was impossible, 
since the Holy Ghost "taught them all things; and 
led them into all truth." Because inspired by in- 
fallible wisdom, they wrote infallible writings, and 
gave an infallible rule of faith and practice. 

However plain and positive the apostles write on 
this subject, Unitarians have gone so far as to say: 
"Indeed, we sometimes find St. Paul committing 
mistakes, or uttering contradictory counsels, that 
are far more serious than these slight expressions of 
uninspired minds." This surprising sentiment is 
laid down in a work entitled, "How I became a 
Unitarian, by a Clergyman of the Episcopal Church, 
1852." The anonymous author farther states, (p. S3): 

" I say it was under this solemn and ominous impres- 
sion," (namely, that the world was to come to an end, 
and the day of final judgment to appear, before the 
generation then living should pass away,) " that the 
Gospels and Epistles were written ; and written there- 
* Epb. 3 : 3-G. 
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fore, as we maysafely affirm, but to meet the demands 
of a present occasion, without the remotest reference 
in the minds of the writers to the wants and capacities 
of a distant era, as ours. And farther, neither is it 
irrelevant nor in any degree hazardous to say, that 
they would necessarily, therefore, be written in 
haste ; and in a haste that ■would naturally betray 
the writers intd inaccuracy of statement, in regard 
to many ummportant facts, as well as give occasion 
for the expression of individual opinions, which 
were rather the reflection of the age than the dictate 
of supernal wisdom. The influence of these facts 
upon their productions, it would be dif&cult to esti- 
mate. That it was great, we have the evidence 
before us. So also was it a cooperating influence 
shown in their zeal, their sufferings, their labors, 
their patience, their faith, their courage ; and above 
all in their honest simplicity, their truthfulness, their 
candor. And thus while they win our entire confi- 
dence in their veracity, they unconsciously guard us 
against the error of looking upon them as infallible 
GOTinseUors, in regard to matters of which we are 
fully as competent to form a correct judgment as 
they were I" As an evidence of this, he refers* to 
"what St. Peter says, when scoffers in his day, ob- 
serving the language of the preachers of Christian- 
ity who predicted the speedy dissolution of the 
earth, called for the evidence of the approaching 
catastrophe, and renxarked that ' all things continue 

* Pp. 36, SI. 
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aa they were from the begmning of the creation,' 
Upon this the Apostle takes occasion to warn them 
that the day of the Lord ' eometh as a thief in the 
night ;' and as possibly distrusting his own interpre- 
tation of the event, ingeniously qualifies the predic- 
tion by saying, that ' a day with the Lord is as a 
thousand years.' " This is just saying that Peter 
wrote with duplicity ; that he gave forth a sibylline 
oracle ! 

Speaking of the way in which we should receive the 
word of God, he farther says, {p.87:)" Shall we be per- 
mitted to make no allowance for human error? for 
personal failings and prejudices in the writers? for 
circumscribed views of physical, no less than moral 
truth ? Thia would be most unreasonable and 
absurd. Neither is it necessary to a devout and 
profitable use of the sacred oracles. These errors, 
however zealously denied, can not be hid. They 
must be acknowledged and accounted for ; and when 
the keen edge of philosophical criticism is applied 
to them, they must yield to its painful surgery," 

We have made this extended quotation to shov/, 
from their own principles, how easy it is for Unita- 
rians to get rid of perplexing texts, which prove the 
divinity of Christ, and any other doctrine they may 
see lit to discard. Comparing this view of inspiration 
with the Apostles' declarations, we must see they are 
irreconcilable. If the New Testament is made up of 
the truths of the Holy G-host, interlarded with the 
errors and mistakes of the individual writers, how 
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are wc to know what is the genuine word of God, 
and what is not ? Does not this view pave the w ay 
f <iT t,)ii^ l-i p*"- T'olfl ^^ff^ nf T)p).'!m? What security 
have we that any of the Scriptures are genuine, or 
that the apostles and prophets were inspired at all ? 
Besure, they say so ; but then, they may have been 
mistaken, and thus be false guides. Admit the prin- 
ciple of this quotation, and our rule of faith is a rope 
of sand, unworthy of the high claims set up for it 
by the writers of the same. If Peter might " dis- 
trust his own interpretation" in one case, so may 
we distrust him in others, and thus it is easy to 
escape the force of any proof derived from the Bible, 
for any doctrine of Christianity. 

It ia a significant fact, that necessity is thus felt 
for depreeiatiog the word of God. The doctrine for 
which we contend, can not be reached without this 
preliminary work, ^^figrade-fee-word-of God, then 
it_ig,easy to degrade the Son of God. Let it be sub- 
jected to the "keen edge of philosophical criticism," 
such as is in favor with Unitarians, and it may be 
made subservient to all the purposes of erroneous 
speculation that the most discordant religionists can 
entertain. This involves an absurdity whose vast- 
ness makes it harmless in the view of every right- 
minded man. If the Scriptures are a revelation from 
God to us, teaching us what we must beheve 
and do, in order to salvation, to answer the purpose, 
they must have been secured from all the perver- 
sions of prejudice, and from all admixture of error; 
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otherwise, they could not he a revelation at all. "We, 
therefore, shall assume that in regard to fact and 
doctrine, and the various statements they contain, 
they are "the truth, the whole truth, and nothing 
hut the truth." 

The lowest kind of inspiration, that can be well 
thought of, is that called the " Inspiration of Super- 
inlnndence,'" which means the care God took of the 
writers, that what they stated should be free from 
the possibility of error. The Scriptures must have 
been inspired at hasl in this sense, or they were in- 
spired not at all, We think there can be no debate 
here among reasonable men, and upon this ground 
■we hope to show, that the deniers of our Lord's 
divinity are entangled in dilemmas, out of which 
they can not get. 
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CHAPTER 11. 



I. DiLEMMi: Eitlier CSrist is (he Sapreme GoS, or there is no name 
by wlach God can in tUsUngukhedfrom, Sis creainres. 

CollatLon of Scripture— Qaaliacationa of Paul— Proola from New Tes- 
tament — Consequences — Verification rf Dilemma. 

We proceed now to prove, that every name, sin- 
gle or complicate, by whicli we recognize the Su- 
preme God as distinctly pointed out in the Scrip- 
tures of the Old Testament, beyond dispute is applied 
by inspiration to the Lord Jesus Christ in the Scrip- 
tures of the New Testament by way of commentary 
and explication. 

The first class of passages we present, embraces 
Old- Testament texts quoted and referred to by New- 
Testament writers. We substitute the word "Jeho- 
vah" for "Lord," because it is acknowledged to be the 
true rendering wherever the latter is printed in small 
capitals, and is the ineomviunkohle name of the Su- 
preme Being. 

(1.) Pa. 16 : 8. — I have set Jehovah always before me ; be- 
cause he ia always at my right hand, I shall not be moved. 

Acta 2 : 25.— For David speaketli concerning him, (Cubist,) I 
foresaw the Lord always before my facf. ; he is on my i^ht hand, 
that I should not be moved. 
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It is quite clear from tlie discourse of Peter in tMg 
chapter, that he argumentatively applies his quota- 
tion from David directly to Christ, as the one meant; 
but David speaks of Jehovah ; therefore Christ is 
Jehovah, or Peter was utterly mistaken, and 
although inspired, imposed upon his hearers a false 
argument, designing to mislead them, if not mislead 
himself. 

(2.) Is. 40 : 3. — The voice of him that crleth in Ihe wilderness, 
Prepare ye the way of Jehotah, mako straight in the deaert a 
highway for our God. 

Mat. 3 : 3.— For this is Ha that was spoken of by the prophet 
Esaias, saying, The Toico of one crying in the wilderness, prepare 
ye the way of tho Lord, make his paths straig'ht. 

The Evangelist says, argumentativfely, that John 
the Baptist was the person nneant by the prophet i 
but John's voice was heard in the wilderness, in pre- 
paration of the way for Christ ; therefore Christ is 
Jehovah, or Matthew deceives us, either through 
ignorance or by design. 

(3.) Is. 6 : 3-5. — And one cried unto another, and said. Holy, 
holy, holy is ifaHOVAH op Hosts ; the whole earth is fiiU of His 
GLORY mine eyes have seen the King, Jehovah op 

John 12 : 41. — These things said Esaias when he saw his 

GLOBY, AND SPAKE OP HlM. 

This is peculiarly strong. We ask the reader to 
peruse the context of each passage. It will be seen 
that the prophet is favored with a magnificent vision, 
and dreads the consequence of having seen the King, 
Jehovah of Hosts. At the same time he is sent to 
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the people with this message : " Hear ye indeed, but 
understand not ; and see ye indeed, but perceive not. 
Make the heart of this people fat, and make their 
ears heavy, and shut their eyes ; lest they see with 
their eyes, and hear with their ears, and understand 
with their hearts, and convert and be healed." 

Now John, in describing the labors of Christ, 
said that the people did not believe, and accounted 
for it by quoting,' argu/mentatively, the aforesaid 
message; and declared that what the prophet in 
vision then saw, was the glory of Ciieist, and that 
he spoke of Him when he said ; " Mine eyes have seen 
the King, Jehovah of Hosts." The inference is un- 
avoidable, either John, by inspiration, deceives his 
readers, or Christ is the King, Jehovah of Hosts. 
There is no escape. 

(4.) Es. 17 : 2. — And Mosns said unto them, Wherefore do ya 
iem^t Jehotab. 

Pa. 23 : SG.— They templed and provoked the Most Sigh God. 

I Cor. 10 : 9. — Neither let m tempt Christ, as some of them 
also tempted, and were destrojed of serpents. 

There is no doubt that Moses, David, and Paul 
referred to the same historical /ac(. 

According to Moses, the Israelites tempted Je/w- 
vah ; and according to David, they tempted the most 
high 0od. But Paul says they tempted Christ; there- 
fore Christ is both Jehovah and the Most High God, 
otherwise Paul deceives us. 

(5.) Pa. 68 : 17, 18.— The chariots of God are twenty thousand, 
even thousands of angels. JEnovin is among them as in Sinai, in 
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the holy place. Thou hast ascended on high, thou Itast ted cap- 
tivity captive.- thou hast received gifts far men. 

Eph. 4 : 7, 8. — But unto every one of us is grace given accord- 
ing to the raeasm-e of the gift of Oeimst. Wherefore he saitb, 
when He ascended up on, high, he led captivity captite, and gave 
gifts untii men. 

Iq the first of these quotations, tlie Psalmist ad- 
dresses JeLovah as the oae who ascended on high, 
leading captivity captive. In the second, Paul argu- 
mentatively applies these ivords to Christ as the one 
whom David meant. Therefore Christ is Jehovah, 
or Paul deceives again. 

(6.) Is. 8 : 13, 14.— Sanctify Jehovah of Ho^rs Himself, and 
let HiK be your fear, and let Him 1)c your dread. And He shall bo 
for a sanctuary : bnt for a sioss op stumblisq and a eouk of 
OFFBssE, to both honsos of Israel. 

1 Pet. 2 L 7, 8.— TJnto you tlierefore which believe, he (Christ) 
is precious : but unto thorn which be disobedient, the stone which 
the builders disallowed, the same ia made the head of the corner, 
and A STO^B of stdubusg, and a rock of oprENsa, to them 
which stumble at the word, being disobedient. 

According to the Prophet, Jehovah of Hosts him- 
self is a stone of stumbling, and a rock of offense, 
but according to the Apostle, Christ is this stone 
and rock. Therefore he is Jehovah of Hosts him- 
self: otherwise Peter deceives us. 

(7.) Is. 43 : 3.— For I cm Jehovah thy God, the IToi.y 0\e 
OF Israel, thy Saviocb". 
2 Pet. 3 : 18. — Oitr Lord ahd Saviour Jesus OnHisT. 

We must remember that the epithets descriptive 
of Christ in the Kew Testament are horrowcd from the 



^db, Google 



30 SUI'REME GODHEAD OF CHRIST. 

Cfld. He who ia our Saviour, according to the pro- 
phet, is Jehovah God, the Holy One ; but he who is 
our Saviour, according to the Apostle, is Jesus Christ. 
Therefore Christ is Jehovah God, and the Holy One ; 
or Peter deceives worse thjin he did, when he said, 
" I know not the man !" 

(8.) Zech. 12 i 10. — And I (Jehovali) will pour upon the houao 
of l>avii3, and upon the iohabifaiits of Jerusalem, tlie spirit of 
grace and of Supplication : and they shall look upon mb ivliom 
they have pibecbd, and tliey shall mourn. 

John 19 : 38. — And again another Scripture saith, They shall 
look on HIM {Christ') whom they pierced. 

According to the Prophet, the one who is pierced 
is Jehovah; but according to the Apostle's inspired 
explanation, Christ is the one meant; for to him he 
applies this prophecy. Therefore Christ is Jehovah, 
or John either ignorantly or deceitfully perverts the 
prophecy ! 

(9.) Micah 5 : 2. — But thou, Bethlehem Ephratnh, though thou 
belittle among the thousands of Jadah,yctoiit of thcoshall come 
forth nato me that is to be hitler in Israel : whose goings forth 
hare been from of old, from bverlashsq. 

Mat. 2 : 6.— And thou Bethlebcni, in the land of Juda, art not 
least among tlie prinoea of Juda : for out of thee shall come a 
governor that shall role my people Israel. 

According to the Prophet, this Euler has been from 
eternity, and the eternity of the past can never be 
predicated of a created being : therefore he must mean 
the uncreated God. But the Evangelist says this 
prophecy was pointed out by the Jews as to be ful- 
filled in Christ, who, consequently, must have exist- 
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ed from tlic eternity of the past, find is therefore the 
Everlasting Hulbb. Matthew evidently approves 
the reference, 
(10.) Is. 43 : 11.— I,eTCiiI, amJEHOVAiiiondlDesidesiaetlierc 

is HO SAVIOtTK, 

Acts 4 : 12. — For tbere is Dono otlicr name uu3er heaven given 
among men wlicreby we most be siVED. 

The Prophet declares there is no Saviour but He 
whose name is Jehovah, and the Apostle declares 
there is no Saviour hut He whose' name is CnEiST. 
Therefore Christ is Jehovah, or else an inspired 
evangelist irreconcilably contradicts an inspired 
prophet. 

(11.) Jer. 23 t 24.— Do not I fili, heaven and eartli, saitli 

Epii, 1 : 23.— The fullness of him (Christ) that filleth all in 
iill. 

Tlie Prophet declares Jehovah fills heaven and 
earth, which means universal space. The Apostle 
affirms that Christ fills all in all, which must mean 
the same thing. Therefore Christ is the Omnipre- 
sent Jehovah, or else Paul asserts what can nof be 
true! 

(12,) Ps. 89 : 8, 9.-0 Jehovah God of Hosts, who is a 
STRONG Jehovah like unto thee? or tothyfaithfalnessroundahout 
fhee ? Thon rnlest the raging of tlie sea : when the waves thereof 
arise, inoir stillest them. 

Mark 4 : 39 ; 40.^And He arose, and rebuked the wind, and 
said unto tlie sea, Pence, he allU. And there was a great cahii. 
An3 they fea.red esceedbgly, and said one to another, what man- 
ner of man is this, that even the winds and the sea obey Mm ? 
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That Jehovah God of Hosts is the strong Jehovah, 
like unto whom there is no other, David argues from 
the fact of its being his prerogative to quell the com- 
motion of the sea. But Christ in his own name did 
precisely the same thing : and the exelamation of his 
disciples, "Whs,t manner of man ia this ("showed 
that independent exercise of divine power, in the 
way of which David speaks, was to them the first 
proof of the Godhead of Christ, a doetrine they more 
fully understood afterwards, and most clearly un- 
folded. Now, if the Psalmist reasoned rightly, then 
Ghrist must be the stboi^-g Jehovah ; but if he be 
only a creature, then his argument is good for nothing, 
and he was himself deceived. 

(13.) ProT. 16 : 4.— JBKOvan made all things for Himself. 

Col. 1 : 16.— All things were created by Hra, and for Hot, 
that is, for Christ. 

Therefore Christ is Jehovah, or Paul has misstated 
the great end of creation. 

(14,) Ig. 9 : 6.— Fob i-kto m a child is boek, unto tis a son is 
given, and the goyernment shall be upon his shonlder; and hia 
name shall be called Wondeeful, Counsellor, Thb Mighty Godj 

THE EvERLiSTIKO TaTHEE, ThE PeINCB OF pElOE. 

Luke 2 : II.— For unto tou is born this day, in the city of 
David, a Saviour, which is Christ the Lord. 

Rev. 1 9 : 12.— And he (Christ) had a nam written that no man 
ijiew but he himself. 

Eev. 3 : 18.— I (Jesus) ooujtsel thee, etc. 

Rev. 1 r 8.— I (Jesus) am— tlie Almightt. 

Joha 8 : 58.— Before Abraham was I am. 

Acts. 3 : 15.— Thn Prt.nce oflife. 
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Here it will be seen, tliat tke several descriptions 
given of the child horn, by tbe Prophet, are given of 
the child horn of Mary, by the Apostles. 

(15.) Ps. 45 : 6.— Thy throne, God, is for ever and ever, tbe 
sceptre of thy kingdom is a right sceptre. 

Heb. 1 : 8.— Bat nntfl the Sok he saith, Thj throne, God, is 
for ever and ever, a sceptre of rigliteonsnosfl is tlie sceptre of thy 

In the first of these passages David addresses nono 
bat the Great God; for whose throne besides bis, is for 
ever and ever ? But Paul declares that he addresses 
Chrisl. Therefore Christ is God, whose throne endures 
for ever ; or the argument is deceptive by design of in- 
spiration ! The Apostle quotes the Psalmist beyond 
all doubt, word for word, as it is in the Hebrew. To 
get rid of this overwhelming passage, Unitarians re- 
sort to the miserable expedient of altering the words 
of Paul to make him say : " God is thy throne" ! To 
support tlieir denial of the divinity of Christ, they find 
it necessary to practise unfairly with Paul, by mak- 
ing him misquote a passage he adduces in argument ! 
One of their writers, however, says : " It is possible, 
and even probable, in reference to Hebrews 1 : 8, 
' Thy throne, God ! is for ever and ever,' that the 
writer of an epistle addressed to Hebrews, abounding 
aa it does in Jewish phraseology, should have spoken 
of Christ as a God, or mighty prince, whose throne 
of righteousness was to be perpetual and immovable, 
in imitation of his illustrious forefathers, who, as in- 
stanced, both in the Psalms, from which the passage 
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is quoted, and in other places of the Old Testament, 
were wont to use the appellation Ood in a lower 
sense, with far greater frequency than the writers of 
the New Testament."! 1* Such a defense we claim 
as a virtual suwender. Its implication is monstrous. 
{11.) Ps. 102 : 2f -27.— I said, my God, take me not away 
in the midst of my days ; thy years are throughout al! g^nera- 

* SCBiprnER Pkoofs op UNiTAaiAMSit. — A foreign work, repub- 
Mied by The Unitarian Aaaooiation of tlie State of Kew York, whoso 
author is a Hmaanitarian, tliat is, ono who believes that Ciu'ist was 
nothing more than a mere man. 

In theu' preface to tiiat performatice, they liaye thia caveat: "We 
think it proper to remarli tliat, the author's HumanitarianiBm would 
be objected to by many tTnitariana in this coimtiy, and wo do not 
intend, therelbre, to indorse Ma sentunenta respecting the nature of 
Clu'iat, any further than they deni/i>r disprove ftissMprenw Deity." We 
respectfully si^gest, that the Association might enlai^ tJie number of 
its rare publications by the addition of Beyeral works fordbly written 
by respectable Deisis, who are cordial towards the upholders of Onit- 
arian BenUmenls. If judged important, a cafieat similar to the above, 
night be put in a preface, A tract ortwo from the Koran of Moham- 
med, with suitable observations, might not be amiss. An y thing to 
disprove Uie Supreme Deity of Christ I Any thing to help in the 
great labor to prove a negative I 

But why this iwwa! ? What is "the nature of Clirist"! Had ho 
pregxiatence ? If so, then dther he existed in a " nature" superior, or 
equal, or inferior to that of angels. If sa/perior, then in his union 
with the raijonal soul and oi^anized body of Jesus, we have Uie Unit- 
arian objection, that there were too persona in the smne individual. If 
his " nature" was equal, then he was an angel, and therefore the same 
difficulty occtu«; Christ was not man at all, but bad only tlio 
outer shell of hnmanlty. If he was inferior, then Paul was greatly 
mistaken ; then Ma human aoul preeiJsted, and if all souls do not 
pregiiat in the same way, he had not the nature of nwn; if they do, 
then the doctrine of metempsychosis is true. 
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tions. Of old hast thou laid the fouDdations of the eartii ; arid 
the heaveES are the work of thv hands. They shall perish, but 
thou ahalt endure : yea, all of them shall wait old like a garment ; 
as a Testare shalt thou change them, and they shall be changed. 
But thou art the same, and thy yeara shall Lave do end. 

Heb. 1 : 10, 11, 12.— -But unto the Son he saith Aud thou, 

Loeh, in the beginning hast kid the foundation of the earth ; and 
the heavens are the works of thy hands. They shall perish, bat 
thou remainest : and they shall was old as doth a garment ; and 
aa a vesture shalt thou fold them up, and they shall be changed : 
but thou art the same, and thy years shall not fail. 

David here addressed the self-existent God, who 
is the First Cause of all things, and who shall 
change all things ; but Paul, for the purpose of argu- 
ment, says David used these words as descriptive of 
the nature and works of Christ. Therefore, Christ is 
the self-existent God; otherwise, Paul is guilty of 
blasphemy, 

(18.) Ts. 31 : 5.— Into thy hands I commit my spirit ; thou 
hast redeemed jue, Jbeovah, God op truth. 

Acts 7 : 59— And they stoned Stephen, caliiog upon, and say- 
iog. Lord Jcsoa receive my spirit. 

This devout prayer of David, the martyr adopts 
in his last moments, addressing our Saviour. There- 
fore, the Lord Jeans is Jehovah God of truth ; or 
Stephen was guilty of blasphemy, and lightly put 
to death, according to the law of God, by stoning. 
He deceived himself and deceived others, in the last 
act of his life ! 

(19.) Gen. 17 : 1. — And when Abrani was ninety years old 
and nine, JEnovin appeared to Abram and said unto him, I am 
the Alhiohtt God. 
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Eov. 1 : 8.— I (Christ) am Alplia and Omoga, tlie beginning 
and tlio ecding, saith the !Lord, which is, and which was, and 
which ia to come, the Almightt. 

In the first of these quotations, Jehovah an- 
nounces his name to Abram as the Almighty. In 
the second, tlie Alpha and the Omega, announces the 
the same thing; therefore Ho is the Almighty. To 
determine who the spedlcer is, in this verse — whether 
it be the I"atker or the Son, we ask attention to the 
following observations, 

(1.) The first verse opens with announcing the 
object of the boot — namely " The Apocalypse of Jesus 
Christ." The, meaning of this is to bo determined 
by parallel passages, 1 Cor. 1 : 7, "Waiting for 
the apocalypse or revealing, (rendered in our version 
coming) of our Lord Jesus Christ." 2 Thess. 1 : 7, 
" And to you who are troubled, rest with us, at the 
apocalypse (coming) of our Lord Jesus Christ." 
1 Pet. 1:7. At the apocalypse (coming) of Jesus 
Christ, V. 13 — " The grace that is to be brought 
unto you at the' apocalypse (coming) of Jesus Christ." 
1 Peter 4^ : 13, "When his glory shall be apoca-- 
lypsed " (revealed) namely, at his coming. This book, 
then, is no revelation of things made to Christ ; but 
it is the manifestation of the coming of Christ, which 
Deity, as such, gave to the triumphant Messiah, as 
such, to communicate to his servants by the hand 
of John. The Revelation differs from the first per- 
formance of John, that is, his Gospel, which was the 
manifestation of the Messiah who had come in his 
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humiliation ; tliia being a manifestation of tlic Messiah 
yet to come in his exaltation, and as such, in his offi- 
cial capacity, he is of course distinguished from the 
Beity. 

(2.) Beyond a doubt, Christ is meant in v. 7, 
"Behold he cometh— yea, truly (elliptical ly con- 
necting with V. 8) I am Alpha and Omega, the be- 
ginning and the ending, saith the Lord, which is, 
and i^hich was, and which is to come, the Almigh- 
ty " This IS the great announcement. John now 
stop'^j to supply the ellipsis between vs. 7 and 8, by 
lelitmg the circumstances under which this an- 
nouncement w as made ; and having said it proceeded 
from " a great voice," he goes on in: v. 11 to repeal 
the first words uttered — " I am Alpha and Omega, 
the FIRST and the last." We have to determine 
one thing more. Whose voice was this? 12th v. 
"And I'turned to see the voice that spake ivith mo, 

and being turned I saw one like unto the Son 

of God--f.va. 17 and 18.) And when I saw him, I fell 
at his feet aa dead, and he kid his right hand upon 
me, saying, Fear not ; I am the first and the last ; 
he that liveth, and was dead." Therefore Christ is 
the speaker in v. 8. 

(3.) This is placed beyond reasonable dispute by 
Rev. 22 : 12, 13, "And behold I come quickly— I 
am Alpha and Omega, the beginning and the end- 
ing, the FIRST and the last;" Mark the grouping 
of the epithets in Chap. 1, vs. 8 and 11. Now who 
is the "/" here? See Efiv. 22 : 16. " IJesu3." 
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(4.) But Unitarians say, the amended test of v. 8th 
reads thus— SAITIC the Lord GoD^whieh is never 
applied to Christ. Let ns see. We accept the amend- 
ment, and refer to Rev. 22 : 6 : " And the Lord God 
of the holy prophets, sent His angel to show unto his 
servant the things which must shortly be done." 
Who is he'/ v. 16: "I Jesus have sent mene angel 
to testify unto you these things," Can any thing be 
plainer ? 

(5.) It is further said, the phrase, " Who is, and 
who was, and who is to come," is a Jewish formula, 
significant of the eternal God, and is never applied 
to Christ. Admitting this for a moment, we present 
another Jewish formula, significant of the same 
thing, about which there can be no mistahe, Heb. 
13 : 8, "Jesus Christ, the same yesterday, and to-day 
and/or ever." The one formula expresses eternity as 
much and as intensely as the other. 

(20.) 1 Oh. 28 : 6. — Jehotah ssarcTteth all hearts, aad under- 
staudeth all the imagiaations of the thoughts. 

Eey. 2 : 23. — I am He which searehetA the reios and hearts. 

According to David, Jehovah searcheth .the heart, 
and this is his prerogative alone, 1 Kings 8 : 39. 
But according to John, Jesus exercises the same 
prerogative. Therefore He is Jehovah, or John 
deceives us. 

(21.) PrOY. 3 : 12.^ — For whom Jehovah lovetli, be corrcctetli. 

Eev. 3 : 19.~Aa many as 1 love, I rebuke and chasten. 

Christ a^lopts these words as appheable to him- 
self, which are descriptive of the mercy and dealings 
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of Jehovah with his children. Therefore IIe is 
Jehovah. 

(22,) la. 40 : 10.— Beliold the Lord God will come with strong 
hanti, and his arms shall rnlefor him ; behold his rmeard is with 
Him and His work before him. 

Rev. 23 : 12. — Behold I (Jesus) come quickly; and mg 
reward ia with me to give every man according as hia work shall 
be. 

What the Prophet declares of the Lord God who 
will come, Christ declares of himself as about to 
come quickly. Therefore He ia the Lokd God, or 
else he uses the language of the Bible deceitfully ! 

(23,) Is. 44 ; 6. — Thus sailh Jbhotah, the King of Iskiel 
and hia Redeemer, Jehovah op hosts, I am the fikst amd the 

LAST : AND BESIDES MB THERE IS KO GoD. 

Eev. 22 ! 13, — I (Jesns) am Alpha and Omega, the beginnit^ 
and the end, the fikst and tub last. 

According to the Prophet, he who is the first and 
tlie last, is Jehovah of Hosts, besides whom there is 
110 God. But accordiDg to the Apostle, Christ is the 
first and the last; therefore Me is Jehovah of Hosts, 
besides whom there is no God. If this he not so, 
then the Saviour of the world inspired John to 
e the woTld 1 1 



(24.) Dent, 10 : 17. — JsnoTAa yonr God, is God of gods, and 

LOHD OfLOBDS. 

Jer. 10 ; 10.— But Jehovah is an eyeblastino king. 

1 Tim, 6 : 15, 16.— The blessed and only Potentate, the Kinq 
OP KiNos ASD Loan op lokds ; who only hath immortality, dwell- 
ing in the light which no man can approach unto; whom no man 
hath seen, nor can see ; to whom be honor and power everlasting. 
Ajnen. 
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Key. 1'7 : 14.— TLe Lamb shall OYOrcome tliem; for He la 

KiN'G OF KINGS ASD LoKD OP LORDS 

Eev. 19 ; 16. — He hath on hia vesture, and on his thigh a 
name written. KING OP KINGS AND LOED OP LORDS. 

These texts speak for themselves. They show 
that the high and glorious title of Jeliovah, embo- 
died in one of the most magnificent descriptions of 
Deity to be found in the Bible, is not only said to 
belong to Christ, but to be written upon him, describ- 
ing wliat he is and ever shall be. He to whom the 
doxology is rendered, (1 Tim, 1 : 17,) "Now unto 
the King, eternal, immortal, invisible, the only wise 
God, be honor and glory for ever," is " the King of 
kings and Lord of lords;" but this glorioiis divine 
title belongs to CiiElST, who showed himself unto 
John in Patmos, in awful majesty, having this title 
written upon his thigh. Kow is it possible to 
escape the conclusion that Christ is God ? If he is 
not, how is it possible to escape the conviction that 
John has deceived us ; and if he spoke by the Spirit, 
was inspired by God himself to deceive his crea- 
tures! 

(25.) Jer. 10 : 10. — jEHOTiH is the true God, he is thb 
uviKQ God. 

1 John 5 : 20.— ^We are in him that is true, even in hia Son, 
Jesus Christ. This is the trde God asd eterkai. libb. 

Comment is unnecessary, but an anecdote is in 
point. 

"Two gentlemen were once disputing on the 
divinity of Christ. One of them who argued against 
it said : ' If it were true, it oerfainly would have been 
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expressed in more clear aad unequivocal terms.' 
' Well,' said the otherj ' admitting that yon believed 
it, were you. authorized to teach it, and allowed to 
use your own language, how would you express the 
doctrine to mate it indubitable?' 'I would say,' 
replied he, ' that Jesus Christ is Hie true God.' 'You 
are very happy,' rejoined the other, 'in the choice 
of your words ; for you have happened to hit upon 
the words of inspiratioa. St. John, speaking of the 
Son, says, "This is the true God and eternal life.' "* 
We now give from the apostolic writings, a second 
class of passages, which were evidently meant to be 
didactic; and consequently, formative of Christian 
faith. Paul declared, that God had " called him by 
his grace, to reveal his Son in him that he might 
preach Him among the heathen." We must therefore 
conclude that he had very definite ideas of the nature 
of Christ, and waa well able so to speak, that his lan- 
guage should be free from ambiguity ; and should con- 
vey nothing, even by implication, that might lead to 
gross mistake. We must believe, that with the two- 
fold advantage of inspiration and education, he would 
be able so to instruct the heathen, that they should 
clearly apprehend his meaning ; that he would be 
particularly careful, on vital points, that they should 
have no excuse in his phraseology for misunderstand- 
ing him; and especially in his statement of facts, 
that they should know exactly what he meant, God 
chose him for this purpose, and he was faithful in the 
* Ar;fcdotPs on Cateciiism. 



Hcssdb, Google 



■iZ SUPREME GODIIKAD OF CHRIST. 

diseliarge of his duty. Let us therefore see what lie 
has to say about his exalted Lord. 

(1.) Eom. 9 : fl, — Whose are fie fathers, and of mliom, as con- 
cerning Ihe fissh, Christ came, who is over all, God blessed for 

This text certainly is very clear. The heathen 
could ntiderataiid it. They would know, that Christ 
was a Jew ; hut if he were no more than a man, 
they would have had some little merriment over the 
solemn assurance that a man came, "as concerning 
the flesh ;" or if he were the highest of the various 
orders of Grod's creatures, they would have had great 
trouble with the implication so intensely absurd, that 
one creature united to another creature is the Crea- 
tor ! But the antithetical form of this verse, so plainly 
teaches that he was man according to the flesh, and 
something else nrA according to tlie flesh; which some- 
thing else, is defined to be, " who is over aU, God 
blessed for ever," they could not have had any doubt 
as to the intention and language of Paul. The plain 
statement of what Christ is, as to his human nature^ 
in the first part of the test, imphes that the state- 
ment in the last part declares what he is, otherwise 
than according to the flesh : that is, it is a plain state- 
ment of his divine nature, God blessed for ever. 

Manuscripts, versions, and various readings do 
not help Unitarians here. They are obliged to ac- 
knowledge the integrity of the received original, and 
are forced to the admission, that as the common 
translation does no violence either to grammar or 
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idiom, it may be the true occ. But in order to show 
that this ia not a decisive passage, they tell us it may 
be differently pointed. Thus by altering the punc- 
tuation, and hj thrusting the word "God" out of its 
natural place, and between the relative and its proper 
antecedent, andby changing the participle into a pass- 
ive verh, they present this version: "Of whom, con- 
cerning the flesh, Christ came. God, virho ia over all, 
be blessed for ever." By this begging of the quesiion, 
they hope to invalidate this powerful proof-test. But 
it is all in vain. Their interpretation is inconsistent 
with the construction of the original, and decides 
nothing but their ingenuity at torture, by which the 
enemies of Christ's divinity endeavor to pervert the 
Scriptures. Tins text, moreover, is strongly con- 
firmed by Eom. 1 : 3, 4, where Christ is shown to be 
Son of man according to the flesh, that is, human nature ; 
and the Son of God according to the Spirit of Holiness, 
that is, divine nature. The antithesis in both cases 
is equally strong. (See Acts 2 : SO.) Now, if Christ 
is only a man, how comes it that no other distinguish- 
ed man mentioned in the Scriptures is represented as 
coming, according to the Jksk? Ifhe is more than man, 
according to this text, he must be the Supreme God ; 
but if he is only man, Paul wrote unintelligibly, and 
was not fit to preach the Gospel to the heathen. 
Both his learning and his inspiration did not keep 
him from penning a good grammatical and idiomatic 
sentence, whose obvious sense taught them simply to 
change their form of idolatry, by dropping their old 
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idols, and taking a new and a worse one in their 
stead 1 

Miserable indeed, must "be that system tbat ca,n 
thus abuse tlie word of God, rather than yield to its 
plain statement of a vital truth. 

(2.) 1 Oor. 2 : 7, 8.— But we speak the wisdom of God in a 
lujaiery, even tlie hidden wisdom, which God ordained before the 
world nnto our glory ; which none of the princes of this world 
knew : for had they known it, they wonld not have crucifled the 
Lord of Glory. 

This is a Hebraism for Glorious Lord — a title ap- 
plied to the Deity in the Old Testament. (Is. 33 : 21. 
Ps. 24 : 8, 10. See also Acts 7 : 2.) Thus it appears 
Paul borrowed a phrase used in the Old Testament 
to describe the Supreme God, and thereby described 
Christ. If he were an honest man, then we must 
thus argue : He who was crucified as to his manhood, 
is the Lord of Glory, that is, Jehovah, or the pas- 
sage is unmeaning. H IJnitarianism be true, Paul's 
character suffers. 

(3.) Phil. 2 : 6, 8.— Christ, who being m tlio form of God, 
thought it not robbery to be equal with God : but made himself 
of no repatation, and took upon him the form of a servant, and 
was made in the likeness of men, and being found in fashion as a 
man, he humbled himself, and became obedient nnto death, even 
the death of the cross. 

This passage proves one of two things, either 
Christ is God, or the veri/ worst man thai ever existed! 
Let us examine it. 

(1.) Christ is God. He is said to have subsisted 
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in tho " form of God." But as God has no outward 
form, this expression must refer to his nature, and 
must be interpreted by the parallel phrase " the form 
of a servant." Now, was our Saviour a real servant ? 
Certainly, He says himself : "I am among you as one 
that serveth." He did the work of a servant in wash- 
ing his d^iples' feet when girded with a towel. He 
is expressly called a servant by prophecy: "Behold 
my servant whom I uphold." When our Lord there- 
fore took the^rm of a servant, he became a real ser- 
vant. Therefore his being in the^nn. of God, must 
mean he was really God. This is put beyond dis- 
pute by the very next sentence. If he thought it 
not robbery to be equal with God, then he was God. 
And if he was made "in the likeness of men," then 
he was man. Surely, here is the most explicit declara- 
tion of the two-fold nature of Christ, He was God and 
man in one person; language can not be plainer. 
But the Apostle elsewhere explains it. "Te know 
the grace of our Lord Jesua Christ, that though He 
WAS rich, yet for your sakes He became poor, that 
ye through his poverty, might be rich." Now, we 
think it quite pertinent to ask — when, where, and 
how was Christ rich ? If his riches were intellectual 
power, moral greatness, etc., as Unitarians assert, 
then we ask, when did he become poor ? Did he 
ever cease to be rich in these respects ? No, But 
the contrast must be preserved, and if these were 
the riches referred to, he must at some time have 
been divested of his virtue, and shorn of his power. 
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when he became poor. If his poverty, however, 
referred to his lowly state in the form of a servant, 
then his riches referred to his exalted nature in the 
form of God. 

(2.) If he was not God, but a man or some other 
creature, this passage makes him out the very worst 
creature ; for what greater act of horrid impiety and 
hlaspkemi/ is there than this, that a finite creature 
should arrogate to himself an e$iia?% with the infinite 
Creator? Besides, this passage thus interpreted, mates 
out, not only that he was not God, but that he was 
not man ; for if he only bore a resemblance to God, 
he only bore a resemblance to a servant, he was not 
a man, but only the liJceness of a man I Again, this 
interpretation destroys the whole force of the pas- 
sage. The Apostle is urging the practice of huniihty 
and condescension by the example of Christ. But 
if he was only a creature, he was bound to obey the 
will pf his Creator, and it was neither humility nor 
condescension in him to do his duty. If he had dis- 
obeyed, he would have been a rebel — as much so as a 
fallen angel. Where, then, is the exalted honor for 
which ho is lauded by raptured prophets and apos- 
tles ? Duty, although commendable, is not merito- 
rious. And after all that he had done, he could 
claim no reward, more than Gabriel or Paul. Thus 
it is evident that Christ must be God, or the worst 
specimen of arrogance and pride the universe can 
exhibit. He must be God, or he was not man. He 
must be God, or he exhibited neither hu mi l i ty nor 
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condescension. He must be God, or the Apostle's 
inspired argument is pointless, weak, and. worthless 1 
Unitarians have another way of disposing of this 
text, which we take to be an impheation of their 
inabihty to manage it. It is this: "Jesus being, 
before his incarnation, existent in a godlike form, 
thought it not therefore robbery to aspire to a god- 
like preeminence above other celestial creatures, by 
the work of redemption he now contemplated since 
the creation and fall of man"; and which he foresaw 
God would so reward."* We need only say, that 
this is any thing hut explaining the words of the 
Apostle; Jt is, in fact, an admission that they can 
not be made to harmonize with Unitarian faith. 

There is another important consideration offered, 
to take off the edge from this and similar texts 
which Paul wrote. "We quote the author just refer- 
. red to, (pp. 56, 57, 58 :) " That Paul was a man of 
warm temperament, lively imagination, and great 
activity of mind and body, is quite apparent in what 
he has written, as well as in what is said of him in 
the book of the Acts of the Apostles. His zeal, his 
eloquence, his learning, his courage, his faith, his 
deep, fervent piety — all these mark him for a man 
as great aa he was good. But he had his faults, not- 
withstanding ; and he is not ashamed to confess 
them. He was not always equal. He was some- 
times overborne by a consciousness of his own feeble- 
ness, of the unprepossessing style of his appearance, 

* " How I became a Uttitarian," p. '13. 
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by Ilia stammering speech — and he appeared before 
his audiences 'in fear and much trembling.' He was 
also at times exceedingly timid. He took Timothy 
and circumcised him contrary to M3 own convic- 
tions, ' for fear of the Jews.' He was superstitious ; 
he shaved his head, and went up to the temple, 
after he had said repeatedly and expressly, that 
' Christ was the end of the law for righteousness to 
every one that believed,' and that the temple ser- 
vices were not only obsolete, but nugatory, and 
therefore virtually forbidden the Christian. He 
preached baptism for the dead." "He was, like- 
wise, as we should naturally expect, in a man of 
his enthusiasm, given occasionally to exaggeration. 
Take, as an instance, his declaration that he could 
wish himself ' accursed from Christ,' for his brethren 
and kinsmen according to the flesh. A most extra- 
ordinary expression, were it even confined to a per- 
son making no claims to inspiration. Mxtravagant 
is the term we should apply to it, whatever might 
be the state of excited feeling under which it was 
spoken. Least of all would we refer it to the dicta- 
tion of the Holy Spirit." 

"Regarded as a man of this character, was St. Paul 
a person likely to remain unaffected by the current 
opinions and belief of his day ? It seems to me that 
he was not." — "The very atmosphere in which he 
moved had been peopled with imaginary deities; 
the rivers, the woods, the grottos, the fountains, the 
hills, all had their divinities ; and the c 



Hcssdb, Google 



SUPREME GODHEAD OP CHRIST, 49 

in the heavens were parcelled out amoBg those 
superior beings who controlled the destinies of men 
and nations. St. Paul was not only aware of these 
facts, but they had formed part of that mental nutri- 
ment by which his mind grew to maturity. And 
now, in his manhood, though converted to Christian- 
ity, though no longer reverencing idle superstitions, 
he might not have been an entire unbeliever in 
the existence of those fabulous deities." To prove 
this point, this writer refers us to 1 Cor. 8 : 5, 6, 
and remarks: " What I say in relation to this passage 
is simply this — that it does not impeach the soundness 
of Paul's Christianity; it only militates against the 
idea of his being infallibly inspired." " But I can not 
say as much for him, when I find him in Col. 2 : 18, 
inculcating the worshipping of angels"! (P. 62.) 
"And so St. Paul himself made a God of Jesus in 
subordination to the Father; and Christians in our 
day would have us worship him." (P. 64,) " As to 
what he says, Heb. 1 : 6, about God commanding 
the angels to worship him, all I desire to say is, that it 
is one of those unfortunate quotations which labor 
underthatflratofallnecessities, the wantof an author. 
"We have no reason ti3 suppose that God ever said 
any such thing. God never commanded the wor- 
shipping of a creature. St. Paul may have thought 
so, because he adopted the practice" ! 

We are here informed that Paul was a very good 
man, but withal, was ardent, impetuous, irresolute, 
inconsistent, superstitious, naturally prone to stretch 
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the trutb, and, notwitlistanding his Christianity, a 
little given to idolatry. Hence he made Christ a 
God, and in order to sustain hia position, mado a qdo- 
t.ition which really had no author I We remind 
oar readers of a former remark, that Unitarians find 
themselves necessitated to degrade the word of God, 
before they can degrade the Son of God, Here we 
And one, who was once an Episcopal clergyman, 
anonymously degrading the character of the great 
Apostle, in order to disparage his writings, and 
bring them into disrepute, simply because he can no 
otherwise dispose of his clearly-stated doctrine of 
the divinity of Christ. "We say this is a very signi- 
ficant fact. An avowed Deist could not have done 
more; certainly, an honeat one would not have 
done as much. Behold the work of TJnitarianism ! 
"The tree is known by its fruit." 

(4.) Ool. 2 : 9.— For in Him (Chtiat) dwelieth all tlie fuilaeaa 
of the Godhead bodily. 

This phraseology is as strong as strength can 
mate it. If it does not declare the supreme God- 
head of Christ, it is the announcement of a solemn 
rtotliwg. It is vexatiously unintelligible, and mis- 
chievonsly worded. Godhead means the nature of 
God. Fallness means the contents of a measure, or 
that with which it is filled up to the brim. " The 
fullness of the Godhead," then, must mean all that 
which the Divine Nature contains ; as, self existence, 
eternity, immensity, independence, immutability, 
omniscience, omnipresence, omnipotence, and 
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every other , attribute essential to Godhead. To 
go the whole length of the capability of language, 
the Apostle adds, "All the fallneas of Deity," or the 
total sum of what God is. This he affirms, dwdkOi, 
in Christ, using the present tense, to show that this 
fullness is not transient, but ever abides m him. 
Moreover, it dn clb in him lodily, that is, really, not 
figuratively; as body means substance, or essence, 
so bodily means substantially, or essentially. And 
because the fullness of the Godhead is said to dwell, 
that necessarily supposes a habitation for indwelling ; 
consequently the pronoun Hiir, must mean Christ's 
human nature, in which the whole of Deity perma- 
nently resides, 

Nothing else can bemade out of this text without 
the grossest violation of language. It is much 
stronger than any simple af&rmatioti of Christ's 
Deity could be, for Paul purposely chose his lan- 
guage to suit his two prineipal classes of opponents, 
namely, the Jews and the Gnostics, a sect of philoso- 
phers ivho incorporated heathen notions with the 
Gospel. The Jews believed that in the Shekina, or 
visible cloud in the Temple over the mercy-seat, 
the Godhead really and substantially dwelt ; hence 
Paul uses the term hodily, to convey to the mind of 
the Jew, the idea that God just as really and substan- 
tially dwelt in the man Christ Jesus. The Gnostics, 
on the other hand, made a distinction between the 
essence and the attributes of Godhead. They consid- 
ered the Infinite One, as to his Being, to he with- 
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drawu into the profoiiadeat depth of concealment ; 
and hence they called him the AJyss; but the emana- 
tions of his essence, that is, his attributes, they personi- 
fied, each of which they supposed to have a separate 
but auhordinate divine existence. When they spoke 
of the Eternal Being and his attributes, all taken 
together as one whole, they used the word Fl'llkess, 
meaning thereby everything that could be compre- 
hended iu Godhead. Now it is evident, that the 
Apostle uses this same word designedly, so as to 
avoid all mistake on their part. lie meant to affirm 
what ought never to have been misunderstood, name- 
ly, that what they considered the fdlln^ess of God, 
dwellcth in Christ. 

It is clear, then, that the descriptive phraseology 
of this text, is much more forcible than the bai-c 
assertion that Christ is God; for the Jews some- 
times called their magistrates gods, though not so as 
to make this term ambiguous in its reference, and 
the Gnostics called the personified attributes of the 
Supreme Essence, gods ; and this word had been so 
commonly applied to a vast variety of superior intel- 
ligences, that it could not answer the Apostle's evident 
intention. He therefore formed a sentence, to ex- 
press in the most emphatic manner, the Sufreiie 
Godhead of Christ ; so that both Jew and Gnostic 
might be sure of his intention and his meaning. 

It is a poor effort to try to emasculate this text, 
by quoting Eph. 3 : 19, as is sometimes done: "And 
to know the love of Christ, which passeth know- 
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ledge, that je might be filled with all t/ie fullness of 
Qod." The Apostle, in the coatest of this verse, 
had said that Jews and Gentiles were built up 
together into a holy Temple, and upon this meta- 
phor he grafts his prayer, that this temple might 
be filled with all the fullness of God ; that they 
might be a "holy temple for an habitation of 
God through the Spirit." This does not convey 
anyidea like that in Col. 2: 9, where the "fullness of 
the Qods&XD" (divine nature) really, not metaphori- 
cally, is said to dwell in Christ. The original is 
(jwiiaTiKu^, svhstantivdy, v. 17, " They are a shadow 
{oKid) of things to come, but the substance (aS/ia) is 
Christ." 

Kow, if Christ be not God, Paul is convicted of a 
deliberate intention, and of wicked crafl, to lead 
men to regard Him as the Supreme. He is a pro- 
Tmler of idolatry, while he professes to detest it, and 
actually lampoons men for this stupid practice. "We 
see no chance of escape from one or other of these 
alternatives. He has evidently so contrived bis 
sentences, that they are suggestive, as well as express- 
ive ; and if this text does not teach the doctrine for 
which we contend, there is no meaning in language ; 
and there is no jiosaibility of telling the difference 

{5.) 1 Cor. 15 : 47.— The first man (Adam) is of the earth, 
earthy ; the second man (OaKiST) is the Lord from heaven. 

In this text, the contrast is perfect. The second 
man, as to his manhood, must be earthy as well as 
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the first, else he could not be man at all. Now, if 
the first be earthy, the second man is heavenly; 
but aa this might be interpreted to mean a holy dis- 
position, the term would not express the Apostle's 
idea, and he therefore said, that Christ was the Lord 
from heaven — a phrase wholly incompatible with the 
supposition that he is only a man or a creature. He 
is, indeed, expressly called a man. But if he be 
onlt/ a man, the contrast is ridiculous ; for where is 
there a mere humaa being not of the earth ? If he 
be an arch-aTigel, then there is just as much difficulty 
in admitting the union of the human and the angehc 
as there is in admitting the union of tlie human and ■ 
the divine natures. Besides, how could any crea- 
ture be called the " Lord from heaven " ? This 
phrase is descriptive of the Supreme God, (Genesis 
19 : 24 ; 2 Ghron. 20 : 6.) '0 Kvpio^, The Lord, both 
in the Sept. and N. T. is the translation of " Jeho- 
vah." With the article, it generally means the 
Supreme God ; (Matt. 1 : 22 ; 2 : 15 ; 5 : 33 ; Luke 
1 : 6, 29 ; Mark 5 : 19 ; James 4 : 15 ;) but often it is 
without the article, being defined by something else 
in the sentence, (Acts 7 : 31 ;) and in this respect, it 
has the license of a proper name, either taking or 
rejecting the article at the pleasure of the writer. 
It smeaning here is put beyond dispute, because de- 
fined both hy the article, and by the words, from 
heaven. Our Saviour said of himself: " He that 
cometh from above, is above all : he that is of the 
earth is earthy, and speaketh of the earth : he that 
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cometli from heaven is above all." Doubtless, Paul 
had this in his mind, when he penned this verse ; 
and must be understood as referring to the Divinity 
of our Lord, who, he says, is "over all, God blessed 
for ever." If this be not so, if the union between 
the human and divine natures in the person of our 
Redeemer is not here taught, then we despair of 
finding any sense in the passage. 

(6.) 1 Tim. 1 : 1.— Paul, an apoatle of Jeans Christ, by the 
commandment of God our Savioar, and Lord Jesua Christ, our 

If this verse mean any thing, it must mean that 
our hope rests on Jesus Christ, not only as man, but 
as God s.ndJJord. 

(7.) 1 Tira. 3 ; 16. — Witliottt controversy, great is the mystery 
of godliness. Godiims manifest in theJkshjjaatiSed in the Spirit, 
seen of angels, preached nnto the Gentiles, belieced on in the 
world, received np into glory.* 

* We hers subjoin a note on this passage by the Rev. Dr. 
Brownlee : 

"The Alexandrian MS., and all known manuscripts, except two 
of the Palestine, and one of the Egyptian edition, read Oeof, God, in 
1 Tim. 3 : IG, The Latin Vulgate reads 'quod' 'which,' in oppo^- 
tion to every known manuscript but the Clermont. — See Kolan's 
Inquiry into the Integrity of the Greek Tulgate, and receiTed text 
of the JI"ew Testament, p. 285. 

"Nolan reveals a factof imporlanoe, inrcfereaoe to the reading of 
the text. In the very ancient Alexandrian MS., the words liave 
been much worn out ; ani hence, some critics, as Wetsteln and 
Griesbach, following certain prejudices, declared that they read 'Of, 
lehich, and not Of, which ia the contraction of Qcof, God. On the 
other Bide, Junius, who Jkst examined it, and Huish, and Bishops 
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We request the reader to turn back, and compare 
with this text, Horn. 9 ; 5. The exposition there, 
sheds light upon 1 Tim. 3 : 16, for the same author 
penned both, and clearly conveys the same fuiida- 

■Walton and Fell, with Drs. Mill, Grabe, and Woide, declare that they 
read'Of, and not 'Of; tliat ia, they read 'God,' aai mit wJiich. But 
Dr. Berrimao iaa setUod the point. In the presence of hia two 
friends, Ridley and Gibson, he examined thia ancient MS. in the euh- 
shino, by the aid of a microscope. And he, and they, and two other 
persons standing by, saw distinctly tho tranaversB lino in the letter 
O ; and therefore found it to be 6f, God ; and not 'Of, which. And 
a certifloate was drawn np by Dr. B,, and published in the following 
words: 'And therefore, if at any time, hereafter, the old line should 
become indiscernible, tlvere never will he just cai^e to doubt, but 
that the gonuino and original reading of this MS. is Of, that is, Qtof, 
God.' 

"And in reference to Wetstein, wJiose single testmumy is now i 
posed to turn the scale against the above boat of witaessea, 
Berriman publicly charged him with tho fact of having admiited to a 
friend that he saw Stt transverse line, and so read Of. But he afler- 
warda disputed it. And GrieslMich has followed in the aajne Iracli. 
To this charge Wetstein replied, that in examining the MS., he mis- 
took the trmsvsrse Une of an E en the other side of Ike wBum, vMch 
f^peared through, and so deceived Aim into die idea, at first, thai it was 
Bf. This gross prevarication of Wetstein was promptly defected by 
Dr. Berrimaii, who i^ain examined the MS., and found the letter E 
so entirely disUmf from Hie word on the other side, that if coKid not 
hane been mistaken, ly any one, for the genuine transverse line in Qs! 
Having thus aottled the caao with Wetstein, tho learned Nolan pro- 
ceeds to show the duplicity and un&imesa of Qrieahach in this 
matter.— See Nolan's Inquiry, etc., pp. 282, 385, 613, 513." 

"See also hia criticism on the ucgranuoatical phrase, ftmyriiiilap, uf, 
etc ; and then the transition &om of into 6, in the neuter gonder, to 
agree with the netfter noon. (Nolan pp. 331, 282,)" 

Also, Dr. Henderson's volurao ca this test. 
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mental idea of two-fold nature ia both. It appears 
to ua, to require some courage to deny tliis ; and it 
would appear our opponents think ao too, if we may 
judge from the manner by which, in both instances, 
they try to support their denial. Ou the common 
interpretation, this text ia plain, but if only a man 
was thus manifested, where is the mystery ? How 
great the nonsense — "A man was manifested in the 
flesh;" if only a creature, how vast the confusion! 
By substituting "which," or "he who," for God, as 
is done by the Unitarians, the sense of the passage 
is completely destroyed.* 

* The external evidence for Bsoc, as given by Dr. Henderson, ia 
OTorwhelming. Tho internal ovidenoo is clearly in ita faror. Nei- 
■ther if, nor 4 ho well agrees with tho context. Not l» ppeak of 
vuiusual construction, they ejcoediDgly embaraaa the seiuse. What 
can be the meaoiag of -if ^autpufl!? Ip capicil Granting that, 
although unusual, it may be allowed on the ground of oiiom- 
aiy, what does it make Paul say, according to TJnitman Ihith? 



n ihejkah "I If 



This : " Great ia the mystery- 
Christ were only a man, there was no myste 
euch. He could appear no otherwise, K 
judge from tha writings of this Apostle, we : 
impossible that he should pen such a senteni 
that " Chiid was maoifesteii in the flesh. 
XpioTOf tho antecedent of ^f, understood, 
unnatural, but incapable of defense, eitlier from parallel passages, 
irom Paulino usage, or from probability. Hor can it be said that 
tS; eliiTEpsia^ /inm^pioii is tho antecedent, cor Uiclriaia 
neither of them was manifested in ike fiesh. The nearest □ 

hov fcJiTOf, hut this will not etiit the "Unitajian at all; 
lo far from tha relative. If the reading be 'O, then, 
jing in gender with the nearest 'antecedent^ it makes 
. The plea^ therefore, that this passage is dieputed, can 
3* 



e maybe allowed to 

It is nowhere s^d, 
The effort to make 
not only harsh and 



for 
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(8.) John 1:1,2, 3, 14.— In the beginning wbs the Woed, and 
the Woed was with God, and the Word was God. The same 
was in the begiiming with God. AH thingi were made by Mm, 
and without him was not any thing made that was made. In 
him W03 life : and the Ufe was the light of men. And the Word 
waa made flesh, and dwelt among na. 

The term Word is evidently so applied in this 
passage, that it must mean either a creature or the 
Creator. If it be the latter, then the passage is intel- 
ligible ; but if it mean the former, it is absurd. Sap- 
posing it means a creature, by substituting terms, we 
have the following instruotion: " In the beginning 
was a creature, and a creature was with, God, and a 
creature was God (!) The same (creature) waa in the 
beginning with God. All things were made by a 
creature, and without a creature was not any thing 
made that was made." Of course, this creature a^ted 
before he existed; for his first act was to make himself/ 
"And a creature was made flesh, and dwelt among 
ua." If this creature was more than man, a subordi- 
nate God, then there are at least two Gods, contrary 
to 1 Cor. 8 : 5, 6 ; " Though there be that are called 
gods, whether in heaven or in earth, to us there is 
but one God ;" and Christianity is but a modified 
form of Polytheism ; and if this creature was only 
a man, then it was deemed necessary for inspiration 

not avail to drive it out of the discussion. In defense of the common 
reading, we rofet to Jolm 1 : 1, Beflf ^v6 ?^oyog\ 14 T. Kal b "koyo; 
ddpl iyhsTir 2 Cor. 6 : 19, OeSc ijv b/ Xpur-^ nonjiov KaraJjicam' 
eavTu. These illustoate aeSf ii^antpaSri in aapKi, See also, 1 John 
1:2; Eoffl. I -.3; 8: 3;9: B. 
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to tell us, lest we should mistake, that a man was 
made jlesh ! These absurdities are truths, if Uaita- 
rianism be true. 

In speaking of this passage, the author of the 
book entitled, "How I became a Unitarian," thus 
discourses, -(p. 82:) "Now, if the Apostle means us 
to understand by the W<yrd, or Logos, being made 
flesh, that God, the incomprehensible, the infinite and 
glorious Jehovah, was made flesh," etc., etc., "then 
upon the responsibility of my own judgment^ and in 
the light of my own reason, and by virtne of that 
reverence for God" (rebellion against God?) "which 
is in me, I withdraw my credence entirely and un- 
qualifiedly from this part of the naiTative." This is a 
summary way of getting rid of strong proofs, but not 
very creditable either to the head or the heart of the 
writer. How much better to treat the whole Bible in 
the same way as the Deist does. He is as much at 
liberty to reject the whole, as Unitarians are to cat out 
a part, and certainly more consistent. We can not 
imagine greater inconsistency than to hold the Bible 
to be the word of God, and at the same time to avow 
such sentiments as the following, (pp. 159, 160:) " The 
writers of the New Testament were certainly in error 
respecting the approaching dissolution of the world. 
This is undeniable. Well, if they were mistaken in 
this instance, might they not have been in another ? 
(namely, the doctrine of endless punishment.) If 
they were fallible men, laboring under the disadvan- 
tages of want of education, strong prejudices, and 



Hcssdb, Google 



(JO SUrREJEE GODHEAD OF CHRIST. 

narrow Jewish sympatliies, were they not likely to 
be bigoted in their notions, severe in their judgments 
of unbelievers, and rather iree in their denunciations ? 
This, from their own showing, was their character ; 
and their writings confirm it. They were the very 
men to fulminate this dreadful doctrine. It was but 
the expression of their own tortured and exasperated 
feelings, wrung from them by the contempt, the 
hatred, the persecutions of their enemies. How could 
they think otherwise of those bloody-minded and 
ruthless men, who hunted, manacled, and slew them, 
than that they themselves would yet he devoured 
by an unquenchable flame? This was exceedingly 
natural." 

Now we appeal to the common-sense of the world, 
to decide whether it be at all rational to treat the 
New Testament with any degree of respect as the 
word of God, if such traits of character may be fairly 
ascribed to the writers, and such motives assigned 
for the enunciation of their doctrines ? This is, in- 
deed, a sorry exhibit of "rational Christianity." But 
we take it as we find it in the language of a convert 
from " orthodoxy," rendering an account of himself : 
"How I became a Unitarian." 

But lest we may be charged with doing this author 
injustice, we shaU give what we understand to be 
his exposition of our passage, (p. 82 :) " Like St. 
Paul, St, John had in view the preexistent glory of 
Christ, as the first-born of every creature ; or the 
Logos or Eeason by which God had created the 
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world." Again do we appeal to the commoE-sense 
of mankind, to decide whether it be more rational 
to accept the doctrine of Christ's two-fold nature, or 
to helieve that the infinite Reason of Jehovah, John 
had in view aa the first-born of every creature. We 
take it upon ourselves to say, it was impossible that 
John could have had any such view, because Christ 
said that the Spirit would guide him into all truth. 
(John 16 : 13.) Now, nothing can be more absurd 
that the supposition, that the Eeason of the uncreated 
God, by which He made the world, was itself the 
first of the creation ; and to present John aa writing 
under this impression, is to present him as a fool, 
and his Master as at least forgetful of His promise. 

Dr. Priestley, in hopes of augmenting his sect, 
addressed a publication to the Jews, telling them 
that, as he and those who thought with him had 
abandoned the doctrine of the Divinity of Jesus 
Christ, regarding him only as a mere man, there was 
nothing to prevent the Jews from becoming Christ- 
ians upon the basis of Unitarianism. To this he re- 
ceived an answer, that it was impossible for the Jews 
ever to become Unitarians, since, if they were to 
receive the New Testament, they woiold have to 
acknowledge the doctrine of the Divinity of Christ, 
as plainly inculcated therein. The Jewish author of 
this answer, moreover, took the occasion to express 
his surprise, that Dr. P. could deny this doctrine, 
while he professed to acknowledge the authority of 
the New Testament. We think the Jew had a nicer 



Hcssdb, Google 



62 SUPREME GODnEAD OF CHRIST. 

perception of consistency tlian his celebrated corre- 
spondent. But the Musselman, Ametb Ben Ameth, 
ambassador from Morocco to the court of Charles II., 
treated the English Unitarians more unceremoni- 
ously, when they offered to unite with the Moham- 
medans, and tendered him their bumble services in 
expurgating their Koran. He returned their com- 
munication without a reply. The Jev and the Mo- 
hammedan could appreciate this absurdity of Unit- 
arianism — receiving the N^ew Testament as the word 
of God, and at the same time denying one of its 
plainest and most important doctrines, with which 
its entire credit must stand or fall.* 

(9.) Heb. 1, 2, 3. — God haXk in these last dayg spoken unto ti9 by 
his Son, who is the brightness of his glory and the ecpress image 
of his person. 

The original is much stronger than our translation. 
Here we have a definition of the nature of Christ, 
and the phraseology bears evidence of laboring 
thought, God's attributes are his glory, and his 
person means his nature. Now, be can not stamp 
his nature upon any creature, nor give his incommun- 
icable attributes to another ; yet Christ is here called 
the effulgence or lustre of God's glory. The "ex- 
pre^ image" means a stamp, as of a seal. The word 
translated " person" means an independent essence 
or being. Then the passage reads as follows ; "God 
hath in these last days spoken unto us by his Son, 

* Sea their proposed negotiation, in Uie Appendix. 
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who is the brightness of the divine glory, the stamp 
or correspondence of God's essence." Can this be said 
of any creature ? It can not. In order to show the 
infinite love of our Maker, in sending us the Messiah, 
Paul directs us to his higher nature, which is the 
radiation of God's own attributes, and the engraving 
of his very being; and his language clearly implies 
its own inadequacy to define Giirist. It is utterly and 
especially inconsistent in a prosaic, didactic essay, 
upon the supposition that He is only a creature, 

(10.) Eey. 22 : 6, 16. — And he said nnto me, Tliese sayings are 
faithful and true : and the Loeb Gron op the Holy Pkophets 
sent His angel fo stiow unto his serrants the things which must 
shortlj he done. .... I, Jssra, have sent mine angel to testify 
unto you these things in the churches. I am the root and 
OFFSFHisoofDayid. 

In both of these passages, the senders denote the 
same person ; in both, the one sent is the same ; and 
the language of both, by mutual illustration, clearly 
decide that Jesus is the Lord God. On any other 
interpretation than that which harmonizes these pas- 
sages, by the doctrine of the two-fold nature in Christ, 
we should be glad to know how the metaphor can 
be justified, which makes both the boot and shoot 
of David representatives of Christ. 

(11.) Tit. 2 : 13.--Looking for that Messed hope, and the glori- 
ona appearing of the Great God anh (eten) odb SATrom Jesus 
Ohsist. 
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According to the usual idiom of the Greek lan- 
guage, referred to in the note below,* the article 

* Tub GnEEKi Article. — Learned men have submitted to patient 
labor and weaiisome lesearcb, to ascertain the precise force of the 
Greek article, which is alwaya dejhtiie. Middleton and Shaqi hate 
stated the general rufe ; and thinkmg they had aiatorials enough to 
warrant it, they dogmatized in Tery positive language ; but others 
have discovered a multitude of esceptions, which compel us to ho 
cautious in its upplicatlou. 

The Rule which applies to the construction of tiiese and similar 
texts in the ori^nal Greek is this ; 

"When two or more personal nouns, of the same gender, number 
and case, are coupled together by the conjunction Kai, and the article 
is prefixed to the firsl, but not to the semtid, third, etc, those two or 
more nouna, whether they be substantives or ai^jectiveB, denote one 
and the sarae person. This 'm the case also when two participles are 
thus conpled. together." 

In support of this rule are cited many passages from the Scripture^ 
the lathers, and profane writera, in which it is impossible, it is said, 
to mistake its applicatioQ. 

Examples. Matt. 12 ; 22. uarc tAv tv^Mv tiri na^dv nal XiAdu 

Acts 3 ; 14. 'tjiei! ii rto ayiov Koi Sisaiov i^petjaaade. 

John 11 : 26. Kal wuf i ^uv Kal nareioy d; ifii, oi ttj dT!oB<ivg 

2 Cor. 1 : 3. Ei/loj'jjTof i Srif xal narilp rou Kvgimi li/iuv 'It/oou 
SpiOToS, 6 wqtJp Tav olKn^/iae, xdl Gtfif ffoo^f iropanl^jcruf, (two 
examples in this vorae.) 

See original of 2'Cor. 11: 31; Heb. 3 : 1; Pha4r 20; Col 2 : 2j 
2 Pet 2 ; 20 ; Eev. 16 : IB ; EpL 6:21; James 1 : 21. 

Though it be true that a noun without the article is subjected to 
that of the preceding noun connected with itj yot this is not always 
the case. Sometimes a genitive, following the second noun, contains 
definition enough in itself, to warr^t the omission of repeating the 
articlo. 
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expressed before the Jlrst and omitted before the 
second of two nouns of the same case, connected by 
the copulative nai, defines both alike. To this gen- 
eral, rule there are many exceptions ; but when any 
other defining word occurs in the sentence applicable 
to both nouns thua connected, the force of the article 
over the second can not be questioned. Now, to 
prove our text safe from any argument founded on 
exceptions to this rule, we have two remarks to 
make: 

1. The pronouo oub, may belong to and define 
both nouns, God and Saviour; thus the literal 
rendering is: "Looking for the blessed hope, even 
the appearing of the glory of the Great God and 
Saviour OF us, Jesus Christ." 

2, What renders this application of the pronoun 
certain, is the word appearing, which further defines 
both nouns alike. There can be no mistake here. 

Agfun : 'WTieii two nouns are couplod after the article, tiiey may 
denote tiiinga dosdy related, bat not absohttdy idenMcaL See original 
of Mark 11 : 15; 16 : I ; Eph. 2 : 20. 

Hence, in appealing to the original, in tliis diacusaion, for an argu- 
ment, we muat not rely, in the first instance, so much on the general 
rule per se, as upon otlier qualiljing and defining words, whose pre- 
cision shall show our texts mnsi lie construed in accordance with it 

There are two ways in which a noun may he made definite. First 
by the article, deagnating some kind of defioiteneas. Second, by 
the addition of some qualifying term or circumstance, serving to make 
it definite, in which case Hie article may or may not be employed. 
But when tlie article is helped, by the definir^ power of other words 
in a sentence, we can then build an ailment of some yaluo upon the 
idiom we discuss, such as the one designated in the aforesaid canon. 
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But where, in all tlie Scriptures, is the Great God 
said to appear? Nowhere. The contrary is the affirma- 
tion, "No man hath seen God at any time." "He 
dwelleth in light which no man can approach unto, 
whom no man hath seen or can see." No created 
eye can penetrate the enveloping glory of his awful 
majesty, and gaze upon him. When Moses made the 
hold req^uest: "I beseech thee, show me thy glory," 
the response for ever settled the matter. "Thou 
canst not sec my face, for there shall no man see me 
and live." Yet in our text, the blessed hope is said 
to he, ike appearing of iJie Great God. Paul well knew 
that He is invisible as well as immortal, ami therefore 
expounded his meaning by the additional clause, 
"and Saviour of us, Jesus Christ." Now this im- 
portant word, appearing, is used in various passages 
to denote the second coming of our Lord. 2 Thes, 
2:8," Whom the Lord shall consume with the spi- 
rit (breath) of his mouth, and shall destroy with the 
brightness (appearance) of his coming." 1 Tim. 
6 : 14, " Until the appearing of oar Lord Jesus 
Christ." 2 Tim. 1 : 10, "By the appearing of our 
Saviour Jesus Christ;" v. 8, " Unto all that love his 
appearing." Here, then, we have the force of this 
noun, giving certainty to our application of the pro- 
noun, and both showing that our test must be inter- 
preted by the general rule aforesaid. Thus we read, 
"Looking for the blessed hope, even the appearing 
of OUR Great God and Saviode, Jesus Cheist." 
Nothing need he more satisfactory. We exhibit it 
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as the keea blade that severs every sinew of the 
SociDian heresy. It can not be managed by Unit- 
arians in any other way than that of torture by nieana 
of Dr. Channing's rule of exegesis; by which they 
"do not hesitate to modify, and restrain, and turn from- 
their most obvious sense," all tests lite this. 

It is perfectly plain that Paul here meant todescribe 
Christ as the Great God, for he so constructed his 
sentence, that by an article, pronoun, and noun, he 
should prevent all mistake, since their combined 
force clearly shows that the nouns &od and Saviour, 
are shut up to the operation of the general rule. 
Hence it is clear that he meant to say, Christ is the 
Great Goct ; or he meant to use a Greek idiom point- 
edly, for the purpose of deception. There is no 
avoiding this, because Paul was a scholar, and well 
knew the force of his own words. 

(12.) 2Pet. 1 :1. To tliem that have obtained like precious faith 
■with us through (in) the righfeouaness of God and (even) our Sa- 
viour Jesus Christ. 

rojf iaoTi/iov ii/ilv T.axovTi. mariv Iv Smaiorjvvg tos Qeov i/Uir KtH 
euTTipo^ 'Iijoou XpioToi- 

The second noun (ounripog') being without the ar- 
ticle, ia defined by that of the/rai of the two united 
by KOI, according to usage. To show this text safe 
from all arguments from exceptions to the rule re- 
ferred t-o, we remark that faiHv defines both nouns. 
Thus, literally "faith in the righteousness of the 
God of us and Saviour Jesus Christ." Precisely 
the same construction occurs in 2 Pet. 3 : 18, "The 
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knowledge of the Lord of us and Saviour Jesus 
Christ." That the word " Saviour " here is explica- 
tive of " Lord," both belonging to Christ, will not be 
questioned. The same order of worda occurs in 
2 Pet. 1 : H, and in other places. So that the influ- 
ence of the genitive, as seen in these examples which 
might easily be multiplied, brings our text under the 
general rule, and we read, " faith in the righteous- 
ness of ouB God and Saviour Jesus Christ," 

The word righteousness belongs to both nouns, 
Christ is the procuring cause of righteousness to us. 
(Jer. 23 : 5, 6 ; Dan. 9 : 24 ; Eom. 5 : 17, 18 ; 1 Cor, 
1 : 30.) This is called the righteousness offailh, (Eom, 
10 : 4^10 ;) and does not refer to the personal quali- 
ty of rectitude in Deity, (Phil. 3 : 9,) but to the me- 
thod of justification of the soul by Christ. But 
Peter writes to those wlio " have obtained like pre- 
cious faith in the righteousness of our God and 
Saviour." It is therefore clear that this text is shut 
up to the operation of the general rule which makes 
tlie words "Saviour Jesus Christ" an explanation 
of our God. That which is the great object of pre- 
cious faith, is the method 'of justification of which 
our God and Saviour is the author. 

(13.) Judo 4. — Denying the only Lobd God, and (even) ons 
LoBB Jesub CaRiai. 

Kol Thi fiirvm SimroTiiv Qchv Kol Ktipiov i^/iuv 'I^jtrav Xpieriv 
dpvoviievoi, 

(Literally) — " Denying the only Master God and 
Lord of -as, Jesus Christ." Here also the general 
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rule applica, but other considerations help to prove 
that the Apostle referred the three appellatives to 
Christ: 1, deon-orjjf is a term applied hotli to the Fa- 
ther and the Son. 2 Pet. 2 : 1, dermoTijv ipvovnevoi, 
(same word used here,) without doubt applies to 
Christ. (2 Tim. 2: 21.) In Acts 4 : 24 ; Rev. 6 : 10, 
it is applied to God the Father. 

Again. Denying Christ^rcjecting him, is a Kew- 
Testament idiom. (Mat. 26 : 34, 35 ; Marie 14 : 30, 
31, 72 ; Lake 12:9; John 13:18; Acts 3 : 13, 14 ; 
2 Tun. 2 ; 12 ; 1 John 2 ; 22, 23.) Hence it appears, 
that the application of tha article here is in accord- 
ance with the idiom of the Greek language, which 
makes God and Lord Jesus Christ explanatory of 
ODR Master ; and this is put beyond a reasonable 
doubt, by the use of the same words in other pas- 
sages where their application is clearly made to 
Christ. Therefore " the only Master of us is Jesus 
Christ our God and Loed." 

^Ve may now appeal to any unprejudiced mind 
whether there be any truth in the following state- 
ments. 

*"In the New Testament there are a considerable 
number of titles and epithets and attributes applied 
or ascribed to the Supreme Being which can not be 
clearly shown to have been used in any passage, 
respecting our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ." 
" There is not one clear instance in which Jehovah, 

* " Scripture Proofe of Unitarianism," pp. VS, 119. 
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the hallowed name of the self-existent Deity, is ap- 
plied in Holy Writ to Jesus of Nazareth." " It is 
highly probable that there are not more than four 
instances of the application of the term God to 
Christ, in the whole compass of the sacred volume." 
These four, we presume, are thought to be nicely 
disposed of by the operation of Dr. Channing's rule 
of exegesis. "In no ingfinTipf^ did the Lord Jesus 
ever assume a high er title than that of the Son of 
God." " The titles and appellations by which Jesus 
generally distinguished himself or was distinguished 
by his primitive disciples and others, do not indicate 
a truly divine nature." " On no occasion did our 
- Lord claim any of the incommunicable attributes of 
Deity." 

"We thint, it will appear, from our proofs, that 
this author has been excessively rash in making 
these assertions. We have shown that nvpiog is the 
translation of Jehovah; and when Thomas ex- 
claimed, " My Lord and my God," he either applied 
the title Jehovah to Christ in its usual Old-Testa- 
ment combination, or he was guilty of swearing. 
We have given an "instance" of Christ's assuming 
the high title of " King of kings and Lord of lords," 
and also, an instance where he claimed omniscience, 
as "the Searcher of hearts." The aforesaid asser- 
tions are not therefore trustworthy, and it waa in- 
deed a bold presumption to venture such language. 
We believe it entirely unwarranted, and if we mis- 
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take not, the most of men, who will weigh our argu- 
ments, will pass the same judgment. 

We have now given twenty-five instances of in- 
spired commsntury^ fn some of which the commenta- 
tors distinctly tell us they apply their quotations 
from the Old Testament, according to the original 
intention of the prophets : and thirteen didactic pas- 
sages taken out of the New Testament, descriptive 
of Christ. Now let us look at them in their collect- 
i ve strength, and then determine whether they can 
bo applied to Christ at all, if he he but a creature. 

JEHOVAH— THE MOST HIBH GOD— THE 
SEAECHER OF HEAETS— GOD— LOSD— JE- 
HOVAH GOD OE TRUTH — THE KING JE- 
HOVAH OE HOSTS — JEHOVAH OF HOSTS 
HIMSELF— OUE GOD— JEHOVAH GOD — 
THE FIRST AND THE LAST — BESIDES 
WHOM NO GOD — THE STRONG JEHO- 
VAH— ALMIGHTY— EVERLASTING RULER 
— WONDEKFUL — COUNSELLOR — THE 
.MIGHTY GOD— THE EVERLASTING FA- 
THER—THE PEINOE OF PEACE — THE 
WORD WHO WAS GOD— GOD OVER ALL— 
THE EQUAL WITH GOD— THE REAL FULL- 
NESS OP THE GODHEAD — THE LORD 
FROM HEAVEN — GOD MANIFEST IN THE 
FLESH — THE GREAT GOD— THE STAMP 
OF GOD'S ESSENCE — GOD AND LORD- 
GOD OUR SAVIOUR— THE TRUE GOD— 
ETERNAL LIFE— THE ONLY WISE GOD— 
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THE KING OP KINGS AND LORD OF LORDS 
—THE LORD GOD OF THE HOLY PBO- 
PHETS. 

Here are thirty-five appellatives in all varieties of 
combination, expressive of the eccisf^nce, and explana- 
tory of the nature and attributes of tlie Supreme Be- 
ing, applied to Christ ; and it would seem, so as to 
prevent any mistake. Had the intention of the 
sacred writers been to present the doctrine of the 
Divinity of Christ, as the only prominent doctrine of 
the Gospel, they might have Used these terms more 
frequently, but we are sure they could not have used 
stronger language. Now we may ask, will any man 
in his senses, after a fair view of the subject, sup- 
pose that these sublime and divine titles, by any 
possibility can be applied as descriptive of a cbea- 
TURE ? We arc sure they can not, without the gross- 
est blasphemy. Thus did the Eternal announce 
himself to Isaiah : " I am Jehovah, &mt is my lumie, 
and my glory will I not give unto another." Yet 
with this familiar text upon their hearts as Jews, 
did the New-Testament writers not only ascribe the 
peculiar name of Jehovah to Christ, but also that 
name in every form and combination that can con- 
vey the idea of Supreme Godhead ! What, then, is 
the consequence ? This. Either Christ is God, or 
the whole Bible is a delusion 1 Either Christ is 
God, or the Apostles are gross deceivers ! If they 
have interpreted the sacred oracles rightly, then the 
Prophets have been the most wicked men that ever 
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lived ; and if the prophets are to be believed, then 
God is the Author op sin 1 1 * 

This is an awful conclusion, but from it there is 
no escape. If Christ be God, all the animated, glowf- 
ing descriptions of prophecy, all these divine titles 
are his by right; and the writers very properly go 
the whole length of language in the very combina- 
tion of words that must necessarily express supreme 
Godhead. But if Christ be not God, the Apostles 
apply terms and phrases to him which can never bo 
given to any created being without blasphemy. No 
creature in heaven or earth, was ever honored with 
such divine titles. If they correctly quote the pro- 
phets, these also are involved in the same condem- 
nation; and if the prophets "spalie as they wero 
moved by the Holy Ghost," then God, who most 
severely punished men for idolatry, himself inspired 
the writer of the entire Bible to lead men into that 
abominable sin which he hates ! ! Such are the con- 
sequences that flow from the denial of the doctrine 

* Unitarian writers sometimes come Tery near ctiai^ing moral evil 
upon their Maker. The author of "How I ttecame a tTnitarian," 
goes so &r as to eaj- that the existence of it " implicates ^im in so br as 
to authorize ua to look to him for aoniothing by which it shall be finally 
exHnguished, and its conse^uencea averted fium those who now suf- 
fer Qxiro it. It is a sound maxim in law, that he who does a partica- 
lar action by means of another, doea it himself, qui fdcit per aUwn, 
fadt per ee. He does not do it personally, but is morally and legally 
responsible for it." " I believe Uiat God is bound by every moral at- 
tribute of Ms character to rescue himself from the cruel suspicion Ihe 
presence of tliis evil seems to imply." 1 1 ! 
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in question. And that wliat we have just stated as 
logical conclusions, by fair deduction is not mis- 
stated, we are willing to leave to the judgment of 
our candid readers. 

Between God and the super-archangel of Arian 
conception, there must be an infinite distance ; yet 
every word used to describe the Supreme God, is 
also used to describe Christ. They, then, who affirm 
that man or angel or any creature may receive even 
a tithe of these distinctive names of the Infinite 
Being are reduced to this dilemma — 

Uilher they must deny that the Supreme God has any 
peculiar name at all, hy which he can be distinguished 
from his creatures, or they must admit that Christ is the 
Supreme God. 

They must take their choice in view of what 
Christ himself says: "If ye believe not that I am 
He, ye shall die in your sins— and whither I go ye 
can not come," All men must admit that the pro- 
position — God has no peculiar name to distinguish 
him from his creatures — is sufficiently absurd, but 
every name by which our Maker is known is directly 
apphed to Christ. Therefore he is the Sopheme 
God. 



Hcssdb, Google 



SUPREME GODHEAD OF CHEIST. 



CHAPTER ni. 



II. Dilemma. — Ether Christ is Ood, or Mohammed has gioeu more 
correct ideas of God, arul is therefore a safer guide than Jesas of 



Christ's conduct — Asserts hia claim before the Jews — Explains liis 
nature to Philip — Quotations from the Koran — Dilemma verified — 
Unitarian explanation. 

Paul has represented God, as having, last of all, 
spokea to us hy iiis Son. In order, then to ascer- 
tain the claims of Christ, and how he has taught us 
to regard the Deity, we must examine hia own 
words on these subjects. 

All readers of the Neiv Testament must have 
observed that oar Savioar was sparing of open 
declarations as to his person a,nd his claims. He 
preferred to leave the people to their own reflections. 
They had the Scriptures which "testified of him," 
and they needed no help to draw inferences from 
his character, his instructions, and his mighty works. 
There was an obvious propriety in this course. 
Taking the advantage of prevalent opinion as to the 
fulflUment of prophecy, many false Messiahs already 
had appeared ; and each did precisely what we 
should expect impostors to do, namely, issue pro- 
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clamatioa of His coming, "to whom the gathering 
of the nations should be ;" and with outspoken 
asseverations, lay claim to the Messianic character, 
and to an acknowledgment of the same by the peo- 
ple. But when the true Christ came, the way waa 
prepared for him by his forerunner ; and he prefer- 
red to justify the high expectations raised by John, 
by more than meeting them; so that their own 
inferences should lead the people to the conviction, 
that he was " the consolation of Israel ;" and to seek 
from himself a decision upon this point, then agitating 
the whole Jewish world. 

Many were forced into the belief that he was the 
Messiah from his words, and works ; and accordingly 
so declared for him ; public opinion was fast forming 
in his favor, and the leaders of the Jews, having from 
the first, contracted strong prejudices against him, 
found it necessary to turn the current, which if un- 
checked, might cause them to lose, " both their 
place and nation." Hence they sought earnestly to 
make our Lord commit himself in controversy, that 
they might have some pretext for the execution of 
their base design. Let us now see what Christ says 
of himself. 

We open the Kew Testament at the place where 
the Jews quarreled with him, and sought to kill 
him mainly for this crime, that he made himself equal 
with God. In his controversy with them on this 
occasion, he used the following words: 
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Joha 5 : 23. — All men shonld honor the Son, eves as they honor 
the Father, Ho that honoreth not the Son, honoreth not the 
Father, which hath scat him. 

Such is the declaration of Jesus Christ, in refer- 
ence to the character he claimed. What is this 
character? The Jews understood him to make him- 
self equal with God, and he knew it ; but did not 
correct them for misapprehension of his words. How 
then are we to honor him? Are we to consider him 
ec[ual with, or inferior to the Father? Must we pay 
him divine homage, or only honor Mm with a less 
esteem? These are important questions, and we be- 
lieve there need be no difficulty in settling this point. 
Upon the supposition that Christ meant to claim 
Supreme Godhead, the rule of duty could not be 
more explicitly laid down. We are to honor the 
Son EVEN A8, or in the same way, to the same ex- 
tent, as the Father; "%a0wf, in Hie manner that they 
honor the Father." Now we all agree that no one 
honors the Father at all, unless he worship him as 
the Supreme God. To him we owe the highest act 
of divine honor, and if we must honor the Son 
" even as" the Father, it appears to us that the mat- 
ter is decided. We must worship Christ even as 
the Supreme God. But he that pays the highest act 
of divine worship to a being inferior to God, breaks 
the first command, and he that breaks the first com- 
mand, violates the whole law, and he that violates 
the law, is worthy of death. Christ came to "mag- 
nify the law and make it honorable," but if He be 
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not the Supreme God, then he taught all men how 
to defeat the very end, for wliieh he himself came into 
the world 1 He that worshippeth not the Father, 
worshippeth not God ; he that v^orshippeth not the 
Son, worshippeth not the Father, therefore, whoever 
worshippeth not the Son, worshippeth not God. If 
we would worship Him aright, according to this 
text, we must render equal honor to the Father and 
the Son; but equal honor supposes equal dignity, 
and in order to render the one, we must believe the 
other. We can not, therefore, see how the conclu- 
sion is to be avoided, that whoever does not worship 
the Son, as profoundly as he worships the Father, 
does not worship God at all. 

It becomes us, then, to count the cost of living 
without an intimate acquaintance with ike truth as it 
is in Jesus. Now, there are various kinds of truth, 
all of which are important ; but there is only one 
which has'a direct practical bearing upon our future 
condition. Christ said, " I am the truth;" and it 
is for our highest interest to know what is meant by 
" the truth as it is in Jesus." We think it means, 
not only the system of facts and doctrines in the 
Bible, but also the wonderful constitution of our 
Mediator, in his two-fold nature, which presents the 
most stupendous fact, and the most glorious dqctrine 
of THE TRUTH. In this matter, above all others, 
indifference is criminality. 

Now, it can not be pretended that oui' Saviour 
claimed simply, that honor " which according to the 
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custom of tlie age and of the eastern world, was 
paid to men invested with great authority, whether 
in civil or religious concerns;" fur he was invested 
with nothing of this kind "by the dignitaries of either 
Church or State. His authority was that of God, 
and he so strongly asserted it, that he was adjudged 
a blasphemer for making himself equal with God ; 
and instead of preventing or removing this impres- 
sion which he had made, he actually conjirtned it by 
claiming such an honor aa is equal to, or the same as, 
Divine adoration. Yet we are told, by an author 
already referred to, "that Christ never spoke of 
himself as an object of worship" [ 

John 1 : 30-33. On a subsequent occasion when 
"the Jews earao round about him, and said unto 
him, How long dost thou make us to doubt?" 
Christ said in his reply: "I axd my Father ark 
ONE." T'or this assertion they again attempted to 
stone him, and when he remonstrated, they thus 
justified themselves: "For a good work we stone 
thee not; but for blasphemy ; and because that thou, 
being a man, makest thyself God." Now, if Christ 
were oijly a man, if he were only a creature, the 
Jews acted perfectly right ; and he knew they were 
acting according to the requirement of their law ; but 
because he did not disclaim, because he did not cor- 
rect their mistake, it follows that Christ is God, and 
as such, must claim divine worship. We agree with 
Dr. Channing in the belief, that "it is impossible 
that a teacher of infinite wisdom should expose 
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those whom he would teach to infinite error." 
Therefore we argue that Christ must be God. No 
man can get rid of the fact that be made an impres- 
sion upon the Jews, which led them to suppose bim 
guilty of the very crime for which they sought to 
kill him Did not Christ, then, " expose them to 
infinite error," by idaking, and then confirming this 
impresoion ? And on the supposition of bis being 
but a man, can he be acquitted of dishonesty, and 
the most enormous wickedness? Never. Now let 
us retire with him and his disciples, and hear what 
he has to say of himself in private. 

John 14 : 7-10. — Christ made this reply to enlighteo Lia disci- 
ples oa the very matter now in dispute : " If ye had known me, 
ye should have known my Father also : and from henceforth ye 
know him, and haye seen him. Philip s^th unto him, Lord, 
shnu us the Father, and it mfftxih us. Jesus saith unto him : 
Have I been so long time with you, and yet hast thou not known 
■me, Philip ? He that hath seen me, hath seen the Father ; and 
how sayest thou then. Show as the Father? Believ^t thou not 
that I am in the Father, and the Father in mo ? The words that 
1 speak unto you, I speak not of myself, tiut the Father that 
dwellctb in me, he doeth the work." 

Without entering into a critical analysis of this 
passage, it is perfectly plain that the language con- 
veys something essentially different from, and infin- 
itely beyond, mere unity of purpose and will. There 
is no question as to the meaning of the term Father : 
all agree that the Supreme God is the great subject 
of discourse. It can not be denied. Let us then 
substitute one term for the other, and read the lumi- 
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nous declaration : " If ye had known me, yc should 
have known God also, and (but) fr«ni henceforth ye 
know him, and have seen him. Philip saith nnto 
him; Lord, show us God, and it sufficeth us. Jesus 
saith nnto him: Have I been so long time with you, 
and yet hast thou not known me, Philip? He that 
has seen me, hath seen God; and how sayest thou 
show us God? Believest thou not that I am in God 
and God in me? The words that I speak unto you, 
I speak not of myself, but God that dwelUih in me, 
he doeth the work." Can this language, under any 
circumstances, be affirmed of himself by any crea- 
ture? Never; the brightest seraph daro not say: 
"He that hath seen me, hath seen the Supreme God." 
It would be a blasphemous falsehood, it would he 
identifying the creature with the Creator. 

Besides, Philip was making the same request that 
Moses made in Ex. S3 : 18, and our Lord proceeded 
to enlighten him on the subject of that request. But 
if Ciirist be simply a creature, what confasion could 
be more confounding than this: "He that hath seen 
me the creature, hath seen God the Creator. Be- 
lievest thou not that I, the creature, am in God the 
Creator, and God the Creator, in me the creature?" 
Such language in the mouth of Him who was Phi- 
lip's instructor, on the supposition tliat he is not the 
Supreme God, is, to say the least, the language of 
evasion and deception! He affirmed an essential 
untruth, and was guilty of the most horrid impiety, 
in arrogating to himself a divine nature, divine attri- 
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bates, and divine honors, only to deceive the cobS- 
denee of a simple inquirer after truth. He affirmed 
that to know Christ, and to know God ; t& see 
Christ, and to see God, was one and the sa'me thing, 
because Christ was in God, and God was in Christ. 
Can language be stronger than this? Could any 
creature use it and be guiltless ? No. What, then, is 
the conclusion to which we must come ? If Christ' 
be not God, if he be only a creature, he was dishon- 
est with his poor disciple, he imposed upon his 
credulity an argument for bis enlightenment, that 
could only perplex and mislead him. He taught 
him to regard a creature worthy of equal honor with 
the Almighty Father, after whom he was inquir- 
ing, and consequently presented himself as en- 
titled to divine worship 1 How different the good 
Mohammed 1 What a perfect contrast between the 
prophet of Mecca, and the impostor of Galilee ! The 
former declared that, " There is one God, and Mo- 
hammed ig hia prophet," but the latter, the more 
impious of the two, affirmed that he, a creature, was 
in the Creator, and the Creator in him, the creature I 
How much more truthful the representation given 
by Mohammed! "Verily, the likeness of Jesus in 
the sight of God is as the likeness of Adam ; He 
created him out of the dust, and then said unto him, 
Be ; and he was." " Christ the son of Mary is no 
more than an Apostle, other Apostles have preceded 
him." "Jesus is no other than a servant, whom wc 
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faTUred witJi the gift of prophecy."* This language is 
intelligible, precise, and can not be mistaken. Now, 
if Olirist be not God, then it follows that the Prophet 
of Mecca was much better qualified to use language 
correctly than Christ, and was not guilty of making 
such perplexing explanations. Mohammed has more 
accurately described his nature than Christ's own 
inspired witnesses. In evidence of this, again we 
quote the Koran : " They are infidels who declare 
that God is Christ : Christ the son of Mary is no 
more than God's envoy. Christians say Christ.is the 
Son of God ; how are they infatuated 1 far he it from 
God that he should have a Son. Jesus is no other 
than a servant. Jesus, son of Mary, dost thou per- 
suade mankind to put thee in the place of God?" 

It follows, therefore, that Mohammed was more sua- 
cessfulihan Christ in giving right ideas of the great God, 
and of course is a safer guide than Jesus of Nazareth. 

It follows, that the disciples of the Crescent are the 
'!true worshippers," and the children of wisdom; 
whilst those of the Cross are gross idolaters, and 
under the ban of their Maker ! Escape this, who 
can. 

Let us see how they succeed, who try to escape. 
The anonymous clergyman aforesaid, in his hook 
entitled, " Howl becamealTnitarian," proceeds to say, 
(page 77,) that this passage, (John 14 : 7-10 :) "Liter- 
ally interpreted, forms the basis of a very strong 
argument on the Trinitarian side. It would be un- 

* Sale'3 Koran, pp. 43, 93, iOO. 
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fair to pass it," After perusing sundry observations 
preliminary to his "remaiking upon these words," 
we were preparing ourselves for nothing less than an 
attempt at exposition ; but how great was our aston- 
ishment when we had ended the following paragraph, 
(p. 80 :) " We must take into consideration the unde- 
niable fact, that the writer of this gospel was very 
mueh of a mystic, and that in him the spirit of exag- 
geration was large. He says at the close of his nar- 
rative : 'And there are also many other things which 
Jesns.did, the which, if they should be written every 
one, I suppose that even the world itself could not 
contain the books that should be written.' So be 
delights in making (!) Jesus say : ' My flesh is meat 
indeed, and my blood is drink indeed,' etc. Hence 
if we accept the words first quoted — 'He that hath 
seen me, hath seen the ^Father' — as a literal report of 
the conversation of Jesus, we should be doing that 
man of humble manners, meek and lowly at heart, 
a great wrong, to suppose that he meant to draw to 
himself the worship and adoration that were due to 
the Father alone. We must regard the passage as 
presenting us with something like a myth,, in which 
the lower sense is made to assume the character of 
the higher : as when we speak of nature doing that 
which God alone can do, and thus by a change of 
terms, put nature in the place of God." In other 
words, courteous reader, John, the Beloved Disciple, 
penned a falsehood/ No such conversation as he re- 
ports, literally took place ! This is Unitarian expo- 
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sitiou ! Christ must have surely made a great mis- 
take in selecting John and Paul for his "witnesses," 
and this, by the way, is an additional weight to their 
argument against his divinity ! 
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CHAPTEE IV. 

in. DiLBiDiA : EiUier Christ is God, or the Supreme Being fttis no 
incommunicolile altrilyuie pecuHaT lo Ris iMiwre, wlweby he can lie 
distingimked from Sis crealwes. 

Eternity — Immutaliilitj' — Omnipresence — Omnipotence — Omni- 
Bcience — ImmeDsity — Dilemma TcriSed. 

The nature of the Creator must be essentially 
different from all the natures he haa made. But 
wherein does this difference consist? Not only 
in his being, but in bis attributes. These are com- 
municable and incommUnieable. The former be can 
give, the latter he can not givfe to his creatures. Rea- 
son, Tvisdom, and power., are attributes of God with 
which he baa invested both the angelic and the hu- 
man natures. But there is another class of perfec- 
tions which, with reverence be it stated, be can not 
communicate. In making this assertion, we do not 
conceive ourselves as limiting the Holy One of Israel. 
T^ere must be distinguishing properties that belong 
to God alone, such as man nor angel under any cir- 
cumstances can receive. God, for instance, is ever- 
lasting, and necessarily independent ; but Omnipo- 
tence himself can not make any creature possessing 
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the attributes of eternity and iodependenee, nor give 
necessity to liis existence. A contrary supposition 
implies a contradiction. God is aa Omnipotent, 
Omniscient, and Omnipresent Being, but be can not 
communicate these attributes to any creature. A 
contrary supposition involves an absurdity. 

Now if it be found tbat Christ has all these attributes 
ascribed to him by the Records of Inspiration, then 
it must follow that he is the Supreme God. Let us 
see. 

" Search the Scriptures," said our Kedeemer, "they 
are they which testify of me." Here we shall make 
another collation from their contents, which will, we 
think, satisfactorily prove that the iucommunicable 
attributes of Deity are ascribed to Christ. 

I. Elemity. Micah 5 : 2.— But thou, Betblehem Ephrafa, 
though thoa be little amqjig the thonsanda of Judah, yet out of 
thee Bhail He come forth unto me that is to be ruler in Israel ; 
whose goinga forth have been of old, from everlasting. 

Matt. 2 : 4^6.— He (Herod) demanded of them (the Jews) 
where Christ should be born, and they said unto hia. In Bethle- 
hem of Jndea, for thus it is written by the prophet, And thou 
Bethlehem in the land of Jada, art not the least among the 
princes, for out of thee shall come a goYcmor that shall rule mj 
people larael. 

They evidently quoted from memory, but were 
sufficiently accurate to answer the question of Herod. 
That the prophecy referred to Christ, is clear enough 
from the fact that Christ was born in Bethlehem. 
Now the prophet says of him who was to be born at 
that place, that his goings forth have been of old, 
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(from the beginning,) from evsrlasting. Christ is 
therefore possessed of this attribute of the Deity 
which can not possibly belong to the most exalted 
creature that God ever made. 

Ei. 3 : 14.— And God said nnto Mosra, I iM that I au : and 
ho said, Thus shalt thou say unto the children of Israel, I am hath 
sent me unto you. 

John 8 : 58.— Jesus said nnto them, Verily, verily I say nnto 
you, before Abraham was, I am. 

The Jews took up stones to stone him, for blas- 
phemy, for the reasiju assigned by them on another 
occasion : " Because thou being a man, makest thy- 
self God." He did not correct them, as be doubtless 
would have done, had they misunderstood his words. 

John 17 : 5. — Glorify me with the glory which I bad with thee 
h^ore the vrorld wo). 

Col. 1 : 17.— He is he/ore all things. 

The words of Christ are p«t beyond dispute by 
the words of the Apostle. See the last example in 
our first collation. Moreover, Paul makes Melcbisi- 
deck the type, and Christ the antitype. Heb. 7 : 3, 
!Now a type must answer to its antitype in some 
prominent points of resemblance. Of Melchisideck, 
he says: "He had neither beginning of days nor 
end of life." What these words mean, it is not our 
business now to inquire, but the point of resemblance 
must be, the eternity of the antitype. 

2, ImmutaUlity. Fs. 2 : 27. — But then art the same, and thy 
years shall have no end. 

Heh, 13 : 8, — Jesus Christ the same yesterday, to-day, and for 
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In lleh. 1 : 12, Paul uses the words of David in the 
psalm just named, and descriptive of Jehovah, to 
describe Christ ; but these words set forth the diviao 
attribute of immutability; therefore, in Heb. 13 : 8, 
immutahility is ascribed to Christ. 

3. Omnipresence. Ex. 20 r 24. — In all places where I record my 
name I will come unto thee and will blesa thcc. 

Matt. 18 : 20.— 'Where two or three aro gathered together in 
my na.me, there am I in the midst of them. 

The first of these passages is spoken of Jehovah, 
and refers to his omnipresence; the second, as to 
meaning, is identical with the first, and this attribute 
was therefore claimed by Christ. 

John 3 : 13. — No man hath ascended up to heaven, but He 
that came down from heaven, oven the Son of man which is in 
heaven. 

But when Christ said this, he was on earffi con- 
versing with Nicodemus. How, then, could he be 
at the same time in heaven, unless omnipresence were 
an attribute of his person? How could he otherwise 
fuMl his own promise: "Lo, I am with you alway, 
oven to the end of the world" ? 

4. Omnipotence. Jeremiah 27 : 5.— I have made the earth, 
the man and the beast that are npon the ground, by my great 
power, and by my outstretched arm, and have given it unto 
whom it seemed meet unto me. 

John 5 : 19.— Whatsoever things the Father doeth, these also 
doeth the Son likewise. 

The same extent of power ia claimed in both quo- 
tations. Now, if the works of God prove him 
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omnipotent, must not the same ■works prove Christ 
omnipotent? Surely. Therefore Paul argues, He 
" is able to do exeeeiiing abundantly above all that 
we ask or thisk." (Eph. 3 : 20.) 

5. Omniscience. 1 Kings 8 : 39.— Thoa, even thou only, 
knoweat tlie hcarta of the children of men. 

John 2 : 24, 25. — But Jesus did not commit himself unto them, 
heeause he knew all men ; and needed not- that any should tes- 
tify to him of man : for he knbw what was in man. 

Rev. 2 : 23.— Christ declares : "All the churches shall know 
that I AM He who sbakchhih the reins and hearts." 

Nothing can be clearer than tliis. If omniscienco 
belong not to Christ, then these passages can not be 
reconciled; if it do, then he is God, Therefore 
Paul's affirmation is true : " In him are hid all the trea- 
sures of •wisdom and knowled'je." 

6. Imtrtensitij. Jer. 23 : 24. — Do not 1 Jill heaven and earth 
saith the Lord? (Jehovah.) 

Eph. 1 : 23.— Christ "filhOi all in all." 

What is claimed for Jehovah in the first quo- 
tation is claimed for Christ in the second; but that 
is immensity : therefore this divine attribute belongs 
to our Redeemer God. 

ISTow, let us collect together these incommunicable 
attributes of Deity. It can not but be plain, that 
they are all appropriated to Christ. He is, then, the 
possessor of 

Eternity — immutability — ikdependence — im- 
mensity — omnipotence — OMNISCIENCE — OMNIPRE- 
SENCE. 

Beyond a doubt these can never be communicated 
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to any mere creature, ancl, if the Scriptures are true, 
beyond a reasonable doubt they all belong to Christ. 
He therefore must be the Supreme God. They who 
deny it, are reduced to this dilemma: 

Either the Supreme God has NO incommunicable attri- 
hute to distinguish Hie Divine from the human or angelic 
nature — or Christ is that Being / 
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CHAPTER V. 

IT. Dilemma: Mlha- Christ is God, or, the truth of St-rijiture ad- 
mitted, ftere is no proof (hat Hiere is a Ood at all 

Proof of the Diyine existence appealed to by Cod liimself— Collation 
of Seripturo — an. absurd conaequonce — Dilemma yeriSed. 

The works of God, wliicb, by his own authority, 
are the preSminent proofs of his existence and «upre- 
macy, are Ceeatioh" and Pbovidence. These are 
appealed to hy himself as the most direct and positive 
evidence of both. " I am Jehovah that mateth all 
things." " To whom tlien wiil ye liken me, or shall 
I be eq^ual? saith the Holy One. Lift up your 
eyes on higt, and behold who hath created these 
things, that bringeth out their hosts by number : he 
calleth them all by names, by the greatness of his 
might, for that he is strong in power ; not one faileth." 
(Is. 40 : 25, 26.) " Hast thou not known, hast thou 
not heard, that the everlasting God, Jehovah the Cre- 
ator of the ends of the earth, fainteth not^ neither is 
weary?" (28th v.) Thus the great argument which 
God uses in behalf of himself constantly points us 
to his works of creation and providence ; and thus 
instructed, Paul urges the inescusablcness of the 
heathen on this ground : " The invisible things of 
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Him from the creation of the world are clearly seen, 
being understood by tiic things that are made, even 
his eternal power and Godhead ; so that they are 
without exense." (Eom. 1 : 20.) The works of crea- 
tion and providence therefore afford the greatest 
PROOF in natural and revealed religion of God's exist- 
ence. Now, we think we can stow that the same 
proof is available for the establishment of tbe 
Divinity of Christ. If we succeed in this, then 
the alternatives arc, faith in the Supreme Gtidhead 
of our Redeemer, and Br.A^'K: Atheism. On the 
principles of right reason, there is no intermediate 
resting place, provided we admit the truth of Scrip- 
ture, in which a consistent mind can find refuge. And 
as the latter alternative implies the final rejection of 
tlie Scriptures, the dif&culties present themselves in 
this form. If Christ is not God, then the Scriptures 
afford no proof that there is a God a"t all, because the 
very proof to which the Deity himself appeals, is 
valid for the establishment of the Godhead of Christ ; 
and if the peculiar proofs of the Divine existence are 
thus emasculated, there is no evidence for it in nature, 
as the Scriptures say. But this is seen to be absurd, 
hence the Scriptures must be cast away, together with 
their Author! Our proofs are the following: 

1. Gen. 1 : 1. — la tte beginning Gon cebated tho heaycna 
and tlie earth. 

John 1 : 1, 3. — In the beginning was the Word, and tlie Word 
was God— all tbinga were yiOB by him. 

It can not he doubted that the Word of whiel. John 
speaks, is Christ; for "the Word was made flesh and 
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dwelt among us." Christ, then, by his t* 
in the beginning, and made all things ; but Moses 
says, that He who in the beginning created the hea- 
vens and earth is Ood, therefore Christ is Ood. 

2. Pa. 102 : 25,— Of old hast thou (Jehovai) laid the fomidoA 
tion of the earth ; and the heavens are the work of thy hands. 

Heb. 1 : 8, 10.— But unto the Son, he saith — Thou Lord, in 
the beginning hast.laid the foundation of the earth; an^ the hea- 
vens are the works of thine hand. 

The very words that David uses to describe the 
worlcs of God, Paul borrows to describe the ivories 
of Christ. God himself appeals to his own works 
as the proof oi His own Supreme Godhead; there- 
fore, with reverence be it spoken, if the Divine argu- 
ment be worth any thing, the same works must be 
appealed to in proof of the Supreme Godhead of 
Christ. If not, the argument can not prove the 
existence of God at all ! 

3. Jer. 10 : 10^12.— Bnt Jkhovau is the thue God, he is the 
LiYiNQ God, and an eteklastiso Kino ; at his wrath the earth 
shall tremble, and.the nations shall not be able to endure hia in- 
dignation. Thus shall yo say unto them. The gods that have 
not made the heavens and the earth, even they shall perish from 
the earth, and from under these heavens. He hath made the earth 
by his power, he hath established the world by hia wisdom, and 
hath stretched out the heavens by his direction. 

1 John 5 : 20. 1 Oor. 8 ; 6. Eer. 19 : 16.— Christ ia niE 

TRUE God and ElBRNiL LiFB, BT WHOM ARE ALL THINGS, THH 

King of Kreos and Los» of Lords. 

The first of these quotations pronounces a threat- 
ening upon those gods that men worship, whose 
nothingness shall be made manifest when they shall 
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periali from the earth, from tinder heaven, hy ike 
hand of Him who made both, and whom both declare 
to be the Supreme Q-od, Jehovah, the true God, and 
■the everlasting King. The other three declare that 
He by whom all things are, is the true God, eternal 
Life and everlasting King. But this is the descrip- 
tion of Christ; Christ ia therefore proved by creation, 
to be the Supreme God. 

4. Is. 44 ; 24.— Thus Baitli Jehovah, tliy Kcdeemer, and lie 
that formed tliee from the womb, I am JsHOVAn that maketb 
ali things : that stretchetli forth the heavens alose, that spreadetli 
aljroad the earth by mysbxp. 

Ool. 1 ; 16, 17.— By him (Christ) were all thiSos created, 
lliat are in iieaven, and that are in earth, visible asd invisible, 
ii'licthcr they be thrones or dominions, principalifiea or powers ; 
all things were created by him and for bim, and he is bbfoke all 
things, and by him all things consist. 

In the one passage, Jehovah is said to be the 
maker of all things, alone by himself. In the other 
Christ is said to be the maker oiall things in heaven 
and earth— all that is visible in earth, all that is in- 
visible in heaven, and by him all things consist; so 
that creation and providence are both ascribed to 
Christ. The 14th, 15th, and 16th verses of this 
chapter are parenthetically thrown in, to exhibit the 
Almighty power of our Redeemer, that the Colos- 
sians might have confidence in his supremacy, and 
see the folly of those seducers who sought to induce 
them to worship angels. Very pertinent, therefore, 
to his design was this magnificent description of our 
exalted Lord. 
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But what words can make it plainer that Christ is 
the Supreme God? The Apostlo is really verbose 
in bringing this pecuKar proof of Deity to bear upon 
our doctrine with all possible power. Not only the 
generality of things visible, but the totality of tilings 
invisible were made by Him. Paul seems also to 
guard us against supposing Christ to be a mere in- 
strument; he tella us that he is hefore all things, and 
by him all things consist; which latter sentence 
proves the preposition to refer to time, and not to dig- 
nity. Paul says, all Unnrjs were made by him, and 
John says no one thing was made without him, thus 
making Mm the God of providence as well as of cre- 
ation. Now compare this with what the Prophet 
says: "Jehovah alone by himself made all things;" 
and conviction, it appears to us, must flash "like 
lightning, blasting all doubt in the heart of every 
man who has ever had a doubt on this subject. 

But if this be not satisfactory, what can be? If 
Christ be not God, he must be a creature : and then 
the monstrous absurdity follows, that he mads him- 
self! For if "without him nothing yt^s made that 
was made," then surely this creature was his own 
Creator 1 1 And if he could make, he can unmako 
himself 'at pleasure I More than this, he can he and 
not he at the same moment ! 1 

Eeason and Eevelation unite in producing belief, 
that it is by his works, the being and attributes of God 
are proved. "Without an appeal to these, we never 
could prove his existence. Now, if Christ be only a 
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creature, \re are utterly deprived of this source of 
proof, and of all others besides; because there is ro 
work of God that is not performed by Him. Paul says 
he made all things, visible and invisible, but these em- 
body every possible existence out of God, And if cre- 
ation and providence prove the eternal power and 
Godhead of the Deity, must not the same works prove 
the eternal power and Godhead of Christ? They 
who deny the doctrine for which we contend are 
therefore reduced to this dilemma : 

Hither they must admit the Supreme Godhead of 
Christ, or stxy that God has no peculiar work by whieh 
he is distinguished fiom his creatures / They must ad- 
mit that we have no;proofihat there is a God at all! ! ! 
And this is blank Atheism. 

'We know that none who deny our doctrine, ad- 
mit the conclusions whieh we assert, flow from their 
creed. It is for them to examine whether they are 
fairly drawn, and they arc deeply interested ; for if 
any hold a belief from which they necessarily flow 
as conseguentxs, the question is, will not God hold 
them responsible for these consequences? Will not 
the general principle upon which God treats his 
creatures apply in their case, as in that of the Jews 
to whom Christ announced it: " If I had not come 
and spoken unto them, they had not had sin ; but 
now they have no cloak for their sin." The evi- 
dences of the divinity of Christ, given in the sacred 
Scriptures, are as strong/ as the evidences for 
the divinity of God the Father; if not, we should 
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be glad to know in what respects the latter are 
Ktronger than the former. If men are condemned, 
ii3 being " without excuse," for not beliering the thing 
jtroved by the light of nature, in respect to God, 
will they not be held to a strict account, for not be- 
lieving the s(Xrae thing proved by the< combined light 
of nature and of revelation in respect to Christ? 
"He that rejeoteth me," says our Lord, "and re- 
cieveth not my words, hath one that judgeth him r 
the word that I have spoken, the same shall judge 
him at the last day." "He that believeth not God, 
hath made him a liar ; because he believeth not the 
record that God gave of his Son. And this is the 
record, that God hath given to ua eternal life, and 
this life is IN his Son." We really can see no differ- 
ence between denying that Christ is the only 
LosD God, and " denying the only Lord God, and 
(even) OUR Lord Jesus Christ." {Jude4thv.) They 
appear to us to be identically the same proposition, 
and if so, this denial must be the rejection of the 
record, the consequence of which is, " making God 
a liar" ! And for this consequence of belief, or 
rather disbelief, men must answer. 
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CHAPTER YI. 

V. DiLBUUA : mSier dirist is God, or there is no pecviiar taership 
by which, OoS can be dtsUn^uished from kis creatures. 

Quotation from Channing commented upon — Examples of 'WorsMp — 
Scripture Proofs — ConaequGneB — Quolatioaa from Prieafley and 
Cbaauing — Dilemma Terifiod. 

By Worship we mean adoration, the highest act 
of diviae honor. They who esteem Christ as in- 
ferior to Grod allow that he is to be worshipped, but 
not ia the sense of the duty we owo the Supreme 
Being. Dr. Channing, in attempting to reply to the 
objection, " that we read in the New Testament that 
Jesus was again and again worshipped, and that in 
admitting this he manifested himself to be the object 
of religious adoration," thus discourses; "It is 
wonderful that this fallacy, bo often exposed, should 
be still repeated. Jesus indeed received worship or 
homage, but this was not offered as adoration to the 
infinite God ; it was the homage which, according to 
the Custom of the age and of the eastern world, was 
paid to men invested with great authority, whether 
in civil or religious concerns." 

Mere assertion avails but little in exposing a fal- 
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lacy, and we think that the wonder which excited 
the astonishment of the Doctor, will continue to the 
end of the world, if such be the way in which this 
fallacy is "so often exposed." To our comprehen- 
sion, the expose ia altogether on the other side. This 
alleged fallacy, is met wifh a confidence which 
always hetrays the weakness of a bald assertion. 
Where any position is thus assailed, without pre- 
senting any thing better for an expose than a dash- 
ing ipse dixitf pitted against high auiliority, and stv}>- 
bom facia glossed over by a general appeal to ex- 
planatory circumstances, the imbecility of the at- 
tack only exposes the strength of that position. 
With equal confidence do we say, that the "custom 
of the age," allowing it all the strength and influene e 
that any custom may obtain, can not account for the 
language of the New Testament in reference to the 
worship due and paid our Lord Jesus Christ. 

We have shown that all the name^ that arc used 
to designate the object of supreme worship, are ap- 
plied to Christ, We have shown that God can not 
appear in any form ; and by the precision of Paul's 
language, that the future appearing of Christ will he 
the appearing of the great God, that is, the personality 
of the invisible God united with the visible Christ 
at his coming. Why, then, should we for a moment 
hesitate to render divine homage to our Eedeemcr ? 

When we turn to the Old Testament, we meet 
with the mention of numerous appearances of God. 



Hcssdb, Google 



SUPREME GODHEAD OF CHRIST. 101 

Gen. 12 : 7, 8 ; 26 : 24, 25 ; 35 : 1-1.— And God said unto 
Jacob, Arise, go unto Bethel, and dwell tbcre ; aud make there 
an idtar unto God that appeared unlo thee, etc. 

"Row, all are agreed tliat God tic Father did not 
appear to the patriarchs and prophets. Who then 
did ? Iiet a divinely-inspired expositor answer. 

John 12 : 41. — These things said Bsaiaa when he saw his 
ghry and spate of him," (Ohkist.) Compare Is. 6 : 3-5. 

Christ then appeared under the Old Testament; 
but the direction given to Jacob was to make an 
altar unto God that appeared; and as John has 
shown that this was Christ spoken of by Isaiah, 
" Mine eyes have seen the King Jehovah of hosts," 
and as erecting aitars was for the performance of the 
highest acts of divine worship, the matter would 
seem to be settled. 

It was this glorious appearance, that filled the 
temple, and the Angel of the Covenant in whom 
was the name Jehovah, was enthroned upon the 
mercy-seat. " I will appear in the cloud on the 
mercy-seat." And to him was the prayer directed : 
" Give ear, Shepherd of Israel, thou that leadest 
Joseph lilic a floct, thou that dwelkst between the 
cherubim, shine forth." 

Is. 40 : 10, 11.— Behold, the Lord God will come with strong 
hand, and his arm shall rule for him. Behold, Ms reimrd is with, 
him, and his work before him. He shall feed hia flock like a 
shepherd, 

EcT. 22 ; 12. — Behold, (said Christ,) I come quickly, and my 
reward is itUh me. 
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He who stall come with this reward to bestow 
upon his people, declared of himself thus : 

John 10 : 11. — I am the good shepherd. 

Christ was therefore the olDJect of worship under 
the old economy. But when we peruse the gospel 
narrative, and the letters of instruction to the New- 
Testament Church, we find that Christ was wor- 
shipped from the first of his appearance as man on 
earth until his assumption into heaven. 

When the Scriptures therefore represent the east- 
ern Magi falling down and worshipping Christ ; when 
they declare that those who were in the ship, at the 
time he caused Peter to walk on the water, worship- 
ped him ; when they tell us of a leper, of a ruler, of 
the Syro-Phcenician woman, of Mary Magdalene, of 
the other Mary, of his disciples, all worshipping him, 
without a single hint that this worship was not exact- 
ly thai which he claimed as honor equal to the honor 
rendered to the Father, we must decline the belief 
that all this was nothing more than the observance 
of a prevalent custom of the east; we must believe 
it was something more than the expression of pro- 
found respect, or an exhibition of good manners : 
nay, considering the extent of Christ's claims, we 
must believe it to have been divine worship. Be- 
cause Christ was perfectly good, wc can come to no 
other conclusion ; we can not suppose that a good 
man, even were he superior to angels, would allow 
such homage to be rendered to himself. When 
John, overcome by what he saw and heard, fell 
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down to worship before the feet of the angel, (Rev. 
22 : 8, 9,) he said: "See thou do it not; for I am 
thy fellow-aeryant ;" but when others took the same 
attitude for the same purpose before Christ, he did 
not in like manner forbid it. However exalted as 
God's ambassador to our guilty world, if he were 
but a creature, Christ was a fellow-servant with 
other good men, and would have prevented such 
idolatry. He would have said : "^ See thou do it not 
— worship God." 

Our position is demonstrated by the last act of 
Stephen, who was filled with the Holy Ghost, when 
he kneeled down and said : " Lord Jesus, receive my 
spirit." Was this prayer merely in conformity with 
an eastern custom by which Christ was wont to be 
honored, or was it an act of the highest worship ? 
Let it be remarked that the Man Christ Jesua made 
the same 'grayer when he hung npon the cross. Now, 
if Stephen addressed to a creature the same prayer 
that creature addressed to the Creator, notwithstand- 
ing he was "full of the Holy Ghost," his last was 
the grossest act of idolatry. 

Again. Just after the Ascension, the Apostle, 
together with a hundred and twenty disciples, wot- 
sMpped Christ. " And they prayed and said. Thou, 
Lord, which knowest the hearts of all men, show 
whether of these two are chosen." 

Paul, too, by example and by precept teaches us 
to worship Christ. 
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2 Cor. 12 : 8, 9.— For tiiis thing I besought the Lord thrioe . 
that it might depart trora me. ADd he said unto me, My grace 
is saffieient for thee ; for my strength (power) ia made perfect in 
weakness. Most gladly therefore will I rather glory in my in- 
flrraities, that the power of Chbist may rest upon me. 

1 Tbessalonians 3 ;H. — Now God himself, cvca our Father, 
and our Lord Jesus Christ direct our way unto you. 

2 Thesa. 2 : 16, 17.— Now our Lord Jcaus Christ himsolt and 
God even our Father, which hath loved na, and hath given ua 
everlaBting consolation and good hope throi^h grace, comfort 
your hearts. 

In, the last two texts, prayer is addressed to God 
and Christ without respect to order of names, so that 
both are equally invoked. 



The context shows that Christ is meant. 

Kom. 14 :11, compared with Phil. 2 : 10, 11.—" As I live, saith 
the Lord, enery knee shall bow to rae, and every tongue shall toit- 
fesa to God." " That at the name of Jeans eiiery htee should bow, 
of things in heayea, and things in earth, and things under the 
earth; and that every tongue should confess that Jesua ia Loi-d, 
to Ihe glory of God the Father." 

Phil 2 : 19.-" I trdst in the Lord Jeans to send Timotheua 
unto you." 

Now, trust, as an act of dependence and pious 
devotion, is always spoken of in Scripture as the 
duty of men towards God alone. "Cursed is he 
that trusteth in man, and maketli flesh his arm." 
If then Christ be but a man, by trusting in him 
Paul fell under the execration of God. 

Baptism ia certainly an act of the highest religious 



Hcssdb, Google 



SUPREME GODHEAn OF CffRIST. 105 

worship. Ministers are commanded to " baptize in 
the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost;" 
but if the Son be a creature, and the Spirit an injtti- 
ence, what an absurdity follows ? 

Calling on the name of Jesus, is a phrase used to 
designate Christians as the worshippers of Christ. 

1 Cor, 1 : 2. — Paul ealutea "all that ia evei-y place call upon 
the name of Jesus Christ our Lord," that is, all who invoke Him. 

Acts 9 : 14. — Here he hath auOiority from the chief-prieats to 
bind all tliat call upon, or iayoke thy nains. 

Bev. 5 : 8, 14, — John in Patmos had the glorious 
sight of " the four beasts, (creatures,) and four and 
twenty elders falling down before the Lamh, having 
every one of them harps, and golden vials full of 
odors which are the prayers of the saints." 

"And I beheld, aud I heard the voice of many angela round ■ 
about the throne, and the boasts and the eldera : and the number 
of them was ten thousand times ten thousand, and thousands of 
thousands ; saying, with a loud voice, "Worthy is the Lamb that was 
slain to receive power, and riches, and wisdom, and strength, and 
honor, and glory, and blessing. And every creature which is in 
heaven, and on the earth, and under the earth, and such as are in 
the sea, and all that are in them, heard I saying. Blessing, and 
honor, and glory, and power, be unto Him that sittath upon the 
throne, and mito the Lamb for ever. And the four beasts said 
Amen. And the four aad twenty eldera fell down and wor- 
shipped Him that liveth for ever and ever." 

Comment here is useless. If Christ, the Lamb, do 
not receiye the highest act cf divine homage, then it 
is impossible to tell what that homage is. 

Again, (iod commands the worship of his Son. 
5* 
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Heb. 1 : 6. — And again, when he bringeth in the first b^ot- 
. ten into theworldjhesaith, And let all tlie aogela of God worship 

If all angels, then surely all mea must worsHp 
our glorious Itedeemer. 

Here, then, we have numerous examples and ex- 
press declarations, sufficiently clear. Angels, apos- 
tles, martyrs, and all the redeemed render Hlra divine 
homage. But if Christ be not the Supreme God, 
then the horrid conclusion is inevitable, that the 
writers of the Bible have conspired to lead men into 
that sin which shall exclude them from heaven ! A 
still more blasphemous consequence follows : God 
himself has adopted every expedunt to lead his creatures 
into that abominable sin which he hates/! How can we 
escape this revolting' Consequence? Every induce- 
ment ia offered ns. The most glorious namss, attri- 
butes, works, and worship are ascribed to Him ; and 
upon the supposition that our Maker means to have 
us regard him as the Supreme God, no arguments 
more effective could possibly be presented. There 
is, therefore, no possibility of reconciling the two 
systems of faith which differ so widely on this sub] eot ; 
they are as opposite as light and darkness. 

Hence Dr. Priestley says : " I do not wonder that 
you Calvinists entertain and express a strongly un- 
favorable opinion of us Unitarians. The truth is, 
there neither can, nor ought to be, any compromise 
between us. If you are right, we are not Christ- 
ians AT ALL ; and if we are right, YOU ABE GROSS 
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IDOLATBBS." And Dr. Chanaing says : " That Jesus 
Ckrist, if exalted into the Infinite. Divinity, should 
be more interesting than the Father, is precisely what 
might be expected from history, and from the prin- 
ciples of human nature. en want an ohject of 
worship like themselves, and the great sepret of 
IDOLATRY lies in this propensity." Although the 
last quotation gives a very unfair turn to what the 
anthor knew to be the faith of his opponents, it 
serves to show that, like the former, he regarded the 
system based upon the Supreme Godhead of Christ, 
at perfect war with that which is mainly character- 
ized by the denial of this vital point. 

We like this outspoken honesty, hut we deplore 
the faith in whose behalf it is enlisted. Their appeal 
is to Reason ; so is ours ; and as we think that we 
have proved our point from Scripture, reasonably 
interpreted, we have no hesitancy in saying, consist- 
tency demands that they who deny our &ith be re- 
duced to this dilemma; 

Either they must deny that the Supreme God has any 
peculiar warship hy which he can be distinguished from 
his creatures, or they must admii that Christ is the 
Supreme €hd. 
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CHAPTER VII. 

TL DiLSMUA ; Mthsr Christ is (he Supreme God, if he was, when oa 
e(wth,agoodman; orifhs masonly aman, only a crealure,}ie must 
have been a very bad man. 

Quotations from Dr. ChanntDg and the Eoran — Christ understood hfii 
own Nature — His Trials — Christ before the Sanliedrim — Their con- 
duct — Christ put under Oath — His Condemnation — Meaning of the 
phrase, "Son of God" — How the Jews under Blood it — The Charac- 
ter he had acquired — He conflrmad them in their Interpretation of 
hia Words — Consequences — ( an not getnd of them — Another Court 
Session — Their Civil Accusation — Chnst hefore PUate — His Hon- 
.estyin Explanation— Bis Aiqittal — P Utes infamous Conduct — 
Consequenjes — Dilemma -verified 

The honor and glory of our blessed Redeemer are 
dear to vis. It is indeed revolting and heart-sicken- 
ing to dwell upon the terrible consequences that 
seem to flow from the denial of his Divinity, yet we 
believe a plain statement of these must have more 
weight with readers in general, than all the critical 
display that the profoundest philogist can make. 

Some maintain that ovir Saviour preexisted before 
he came in the flesh, that he is the most glarious 
creature of God, and appeared in human form. But 
this opinion can not rationally be entertained for a 
moment, because it denies the human nature ot 
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Christ ; it substitutes a glorious spiritual existence- 
in the place of the human soul of our Eedeemer, and 
invests him merely with the shell of our humanity. 
But the most of those who are opposed to the doc- 
trine we contend for, maintain that he was nothing 
more nor less than a perfectly good man, around 
whose character cluster all the fascinations of un- 
equalled virtue. 

With both of these views we think the Scriptures 
wholly irreconcilable. Dr. Chaaning says, (vol. 4 : 
168 :) " You will easily understand what I esteem the 
ground of love to Christ. It is his spotless purity, 
his moral perfection, and his unsullied goodness," "I 
can direct you to nothing in Christ more important 
than his tried and victorious and perfect goodness. 
Others may love Christ for mysterious attributes. I 
love him for the rectitude of his soul and life." " I love 
him, I have said, for his moral excellence : I know no- 
thing else." The Koran speaks in terips equally hon- 
orable to our Saviour : " Mary ! verily God sendeth 
thee good tidings, thou shalt hear the word proceed- 
ing from himself: his name shall be Christ Jesus, 
the son of Mary, honorable in this world and in the 
world to come, and one of those who approach near 
to the presence of God ; and he shall speak unto men 
in the cradle, and when ho is grown up ; and he shall 
be one of the righteous." 

Now, on the supposition that Christ was only a 
man, such compUments may seem very pretty, but 
we think them unmerited and absurd ; compliments 
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both ill-judged and misplaced simply for this reason, 
that he was in reality a bad man. This ia a painful 
statement ; our pen falters, and nothing but an ear- 
nest desire to convince men of the falsity of the sys- 
tem that aims to pluck the diadem from the King 
of kings and Lord of lords, our Divine Redeemer, 
prompts us to go on. 

AH who acknowledge the Bible to have come from 
God, believe in the divine origin of Christianity, and 
think their faith corroborated from its history in the 
moral renovation of men and nations. This religion 
teaches us that Jesus Christ came to establish it upon 
the ruins of false systems, and soul-destroying delu- 
sions. From the time its glorious Founder left the 
world, it has made progress, has been perpetuated, 
and is preservedby means wholly unknown in the 
history of any other religion. As it was novel, so 
it was seemingly inadequate to realize the expecta- 
tions of its early adherents ; yet four centuries only 
had elapsed, when it was established upon the throne 
of the Cjesars. It has accomplished a revolufion in 
the world that has secured the most valuable bene- 
fits to its population, and its successes already gained, 
are sure pledges that its final results will be in accord- 
ance with the doctrines and predictions of Jesus. 
These must convince us that he perfectly understood 
his own nature, ofiices, and works. To admit the 
divine origin of his religion and that he came from 
G-od, is to admit that he was wholly incapable of 
deceiving or being deceived, and that on no occasion 
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could he either designedly or undesignedly make 
false impressions, much less publish false^ facts for 
deception, or the accomplishment of his purposes. 

This admitted, the whole of the inquiry as to his 
divinity is narrowed down to the meaning of the 
simple declarations he made of himself, when imder 
a formal process of trial before the Jewish Sanhe- 
drim, and in Pilate's court. Let us, then, review in 
their mutual bearing, for the sate of the beat of 
evidence, 

CHRIST'S TRIALS. 

Respecting this interesting portion of our Saviour's 
history, many do not see the main points of the plot, 
owing perhaps partly to the brevity of each of the 
historians, who wrote according to the respective 
impressions the facts in the case made upon their 
minds; and partly to their own method of reading 
the sacred narrative in detached portions. A little 
attention to collating the four accounts which the 
Evangelists give of the last hours of our Lord's event- 
ful life, will serve to present the whole in satisfactory 
view. When we compare these, we find that He was 
tried before two tribunals, on two separate and dis- 
tinct charges. The one was the Jewish Sanhedrim, 
where be was tried on the charge of blasphemy, 
and condemned; the other was the Roman Gov- 
ernor's court, -where he was tried for the crime of 
HIGH TBEAsoN, and acquitted. Let us look at the 
parties in both these trials. 
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I. Christ befoee the Sanhedrim. 

"The "time at whidi courts were held among tlie 
Jews, and causes were brought before them for trial 
was in the morning. According to the Talmudists, 
it was not lawful to try causes of a capital nature in 
the night, and it was equally unlawful to examine a 
cause, pass sentence, and put it in execution the 
same day. This last particular was very strenuously 
insisted upon. It is worthy of remark, that all of 
these practices, which were observed in other trials, 
were neglected in the tumultuous trial of Jesus."* 

By a stratagem to which the principal men of this 
court were a party, our Lord was taken and brought 
for trial before it iu the night. It was hurriedly 
assembled at the house of the High-Priest. Thither 
Christ was taken by a lawless midnight rabble, with 
torches, staves, and clubs, whose conduct can be 
more easily conceived than described. In a sum- 
mary way,this mockery of a trial was got up, and 
the High-Priest, who was the president of the court, 
" asked Jesas of his disciples, and of his doctrine." 
Jesus thus answered him: "I spake openly to the 
world: I ever taught in the synagogue, and in the 
temple, whither the Jews always resort, and in 
secret have I said nothing. Why askest thou me ? 
ask them which heard me, what I have said unto 
them : behold, they know what I said,"— Here was 
our Saviour manacled in the night, and arraigned 
* Jaim'a Archfeologv. 
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oontrary to the law which prescribed the time and 
way of trial for the worst of criminals. But he did 
not complain, he openly and honestly answered the 
High-Priest, respectfully referring to those who 
knew him best, and by liis answer he foiled them. 
Bound as he was, he had a double claim to protec-. 
tion from insult, yet an officer of this court, a heart- 
less wretch, struck him a blow unrebuked. False, 
witnesses then appeared to swear his life away, but 
their contradictory evidence promised ill-success. 
Now that these malicious bargainers for his hlood 
had him in their power, they determined that they 
should not be disappointed. 

Mortified at failure by the clashing of their own 
evidence, they thought to make him convict him- 
self; and contrary to all righteousness and law, 
withholding that magnanimity, to which a helpless 
criminal is by his very position entitled, they did 
their best to lead him into an altercation, in hopes 
of perverting his words to his own destruction. But' 
Christ " opened not his mouth." He calmly listened 
to the disgraceful proceedings of this bitterly grave 
tribunal, without saying a word. Pretending that 
their dignity was highly insulted by his silence, the 
High-Priest made a direct assault upon him for not 
putting in a plea against a charge which, upon the 
testimony offered, ought to have been instantly 
quashed ; buts till he held his peace, until it was 
manifest their efforts were abortive. 

As a last resort, enraged at faUure, the High- 
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Priest saicl: " I adjure thee, by the living God, that 
thou tell ua whether thou be the Christ, the Bon of 
God." In capital cases it was lawful to swear the 
person accused. God had ordained, that when it 
was difficult to come at the truth, " an oath of the 
Lord," should be administered to the party accused ; 
and the greatest guilt rested upon him who in such 
circumstances, did not unequivocally tell the truth. 
(Ex "22 : 11, Lev. 5 : 1.) Therefore, Jesus calmly 
replied: "Thou hast said; nevertheless, I say unto 
you, hereafter shall ye see the Son of Man sitting 
on the right hand of power, and coming in. the 
clouds of heaven." Then the High-Priest, pretend- 
ing to be horror-stricken, rent his clothes and said ; 
" He hath spoken blasphemy, what further need have 
we of witness? behold, now ye have heard his hlas- 
phemt/. What think ye ? They answered and said, 
He is guilty of death." And they spit in his face, 
and struck him with violence I ! 

This is the whole offense, and these last, are the 
words upon which he was sentenced, according to 
the law. (Lev. 24 : 16.) The question demanded 
whether Jesus was the Messiah — the Scm of Ood. 
The answer affirmed that he was both the Son of 
God, and the Son of man, and the final Judge I It ia 
doubtful whether the Jews, in the time of Christ, 
believed that their Messiah was to be Divine. That 
their fathers thought so, appears from the Targums, 
and the question was put in such a way that the 
answer should be explicit on this poini. And Christ 
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was explicit. He asserted that he ivaa tbe Son of 
man, that is, literally man ; and that he was the Sou 
of God, that is, hteraUy God, as they understood it ; 
and that he would he the Judge of the world. That 
he was the Son of man, no one disputed ; but the 
blasphemy consisted in the phrase, Son of God. To 
put hia meaning beyond a doubt, he added, that he 
would be the final Judge. 

Now, the phrase. Son of God, is susceptible of 
three meanings, namely : simple origin, general like- 
ness, and identity of nature. In which of these did 
he use it? It clearly could not have been in the 
sense of simple origin, for the last prophet said: 
"Have we not all one Father, hath not one God cre- 
ated us?" Nor could it have been in the sense of 
general likeness, since Adam was called a son of 
God, and magistrates also. These uses of this 
phrase were well known, and it would have been 
infinitely absurd in the Jewish Court, to have pro- 
nounced the expression blasphemous in either of 
these significations. They therefore must have un- 
derstood him to mean, identity of nature ; and in this 
sense, for a man to call himself the Son of God, 
would, of course, be gross blasphemy. As Christ, 
therefore, could only be a blasphemer in this last 
sense, and as by the additional explanatory words, 
he confirmed them in the belief that he claimed 
identity of nature with God, it is perfectly evMent 
that he meant to assert his own Supreme Godhead. 

Whenever there is any dispute about a phrase, 
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our shortest and best method is, to find out what 
they understand by it, to whom it is addressed. 
This charge of blasphemy, was not now made for the 
first time against Christ ; it had been frequently 
brought in his controversies with the Jews. On one 
occasion he said: "I and rny^Father are one." The 
ouestion respecting this assertion, is not what it really 
means, or what it may be made to mean, but what 
was the impression it made upon the hearers, what 
idea did it convey to them ? Their indignation, we 
find, was so aroused, that they "took up stones to 
stone him." Kow, Christ well knew what was 
meant by this action; for the blasphemer, by the 
Mosaic law, was to be stoned; yet he inquired the 
reason. " Because," said they, mark the answer, 
"Because thou being a man, makest thyself God." 
Did Christ correct them ? He did not. He con- 
Armed them in their interpretation of his words. 
(John 5 : 18.) "The Jews sought the more to kill 
him, because he had not only broken the Sabbath, 
but said also that God was his (own, tSiov) Father, 
making himself equal mth God." Did he deny this? 
See V. 23 : " All men should honor the Son, even 
as they honor the Father. He that honoreth not 
the Son honoreth not the Father which hath sent 
him," Now, these last words are not exegetical of 
the former sentence, for no Messenger is ever honored 
in the manner that the /Sender is honored. If they 
had misunderstood him, would not common honesty, 
as well as common prudence, and common piety, 
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have led him to correct tlie mistake? Doubtless. 
But he did not do it. He left upon their minds the 
turning impression, that he claimed to he the ETER- 
NAL God. , He was virtually invited to remove it. 
It was distinctly announced to him, that he should 
be stoned for a blasphemous claim which he, a man, 
had the audacity and the impiety to make. 

Now, were he only a man, is it possible to con- 
sider him in any degree a good man? How can we 
escape the conclusion that all his apparent goodness 
was only successful artifice by which he sought to 
elevate himself to the rank of .those deified heroes 
that were worshipped by the blind devotees of 
Greece and Eome ? 

On another occasion, he appropriated to himself 
the peculiar name of Jehovah — I AM; and they 
attempted to stone him, but instead of waiting to 
explain, he escaped. 

Again. At another time, he brought them into 
confusion by a dilemma. "The Pharisees had 
heard that he had put to silence the Sadducees," and 
they thought they would try their wits upon him; 
but, to their surprise, in a very summary way, he 
thus brought them to their wits' end. "What 
think ye of Christ ? whose son is he ? They say 
unto him the Son of David. He saith unto them : 
How then doth David in spirit call him Lord ? say- 
ing. The Lord said unto my Lord, Sit thou on my 
right hand, till I make thine enemies thy footstool. 
If David then called hfan Lord, how is he his Son ? 
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And no man was able to answer iiim a word," The 
Psalm referred to is the 110th, ■where Jehovah is 
represented as saying to him whom David calls 
Lord, " Be thou (avv^povog) with me — a partner of 
my throne." Now, if Christ is the Son of David, 
"How then," said Jesus, "doth David call him 
Lord? — If David called him Lord, how is he, his 
Son ?" Among the Hebrews, children were never 
entitled to, and could not claim such deference 
from a parent of more exalted rauk. This was 
weU understood; therefore the question was con- 
founding. They had not a word to say. They 
were not half so cunning as Dr. Channing. What a 
pity they did not think of his solution, "It was 
the homage which according to the age was paid to 
men invested with great authority" !* They knew 
that he claimed to he the Messiah. On the supposi- 
tion that the Messiah is divine, the question is easUy 
answered ; but if he be a mere man, as the Pharisees 
held, it is impossible to solve it. They saw his 
drift, they knew his meaning, and were enraged the 
more, beeaase they could not successfully meet him. 
From these instances it is perfectly plain, that 
Christ had actually acquired the character of a bold 
blasphemer among the Jews, long before his arrest. 
And when arrested, under oath he confirmed the 
impression that he "made himself God" by declaring, 
not only that he was the Son of man, but the Son of 
God, and also the Jlnal Judge. His condemnation 

* Chonning's Works, v, 4, p, 315. 
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was therefore pronounced, on the ground that he 
was guilty of blasphemy, and sought to lead the 
people to pay divine homage to himself. No candid 
man, it appears to us, can resist the conekision that 
they understood the expression " Son of God," in the 
last sense we have mentioned, namely, identity of 
nature. Kor can it be doubted that Christ was fully 
aware they thus understood him : and that they un- 
derstood him rightly, is evident from the fact, that 
Jesus, who on all other occasions was quick to point 
out their mistakes, did not say that they appre- 
hended him in a wrong sense. He did not upbraid 
them with putting any forced construction upon his 
words. 'As none knew better than he, the meaning 
of language, and as "He knew what was in man, 
and needed not that any should teach him," he de- 
signedly used an expression to denote his own 
" Supreme Godhead, which the Jewish Court, in view 
of his already acquired character, and in view of all 
the circumstantial details of his controversies with 
the Jews on this very point, could not misunder- 
stand. How could they? His assertions were 
plain. No equivocation, no explanation, no apology 
escaped him, but he meant to make the impression 
he did make. They knew what he said, and he 
knew what they understood. There was, therefore, 
no mistake. 

Now, if Christ thus affirming, and thus well un- 
derstood, be not truly and properly God, coequal 
with the Father, it follows that the Jews were right 
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when they denounced liim as a " wretch not fit to 
live," for he bore false witness against himself, and 
thus was a perjured man ! In consequence of this, 
his hlood -ffias upon hia own head ; because, in virtue 
of bis own testimony he was condemned, when a 
simple declaration of the truth might have saved his 
life: therefore he was in i&at & suicide ! Inasmuch 
as he refused to disabuse the court of wrong im- 
pressions which be himself had made and confirnied, 
and must have known it, he was superlatively dishon- 
est! Because he set himself up as an idol, and is 
the author of the most stupendous system of idola- 
try the world over saw, the most lighteous act the 
Jewish court ever did, was to condemn him 1 

We do not see how it is possible to get rid of 
these horrid consequences wbicli make us tremble 
as we write. Deny his Divinity, and you must say, 
that when Christianity was triumphant, various forms 
of idolatry gave way, only to make room for an- 
other more monstrous than either, or all of them 
put together; and we poor deluded idolaters, are 
spending our exertions and exhausting our zeal, to 
convert certain other poor deluded idolaters to a 
system of error, more fraught with death than their 
own 1 1 Deny hia Divinity, and you brand him at 
once with infamy, provided these conclusions arc 
fairly drawn. How any, in view of his failure to 
disabuse the court of wrong impressions, when 
such tremendous consequences follow, how any can 
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regard him either as good, moral, or virtuous, is be- 
yond our ken. 

It 13 clearly a quibble to say, that our Lord was 
not obliged to explain the phraseology he used, by 
which he had acquired a character so detestable in 
the eyes of his nation ; it is the very poorest evasion 
to say, ho was not obliged to explain before the Jew- 
ish court, nor to correct any of their misconceptions ; 
for who does not see that in point of veracity, a man 
betrays the very worst moral obliquity, when he 
uses designedly an expre'^sion m one sense, and 
knows, at the sarai- tmie thit they to whom it is 
addressed, must underatind it in anotJier? Would 
not this conduct reflect upon our Saviour just as 
much as the most palpable filsehood? Certainly. 
He who is truth itself, never cuuld have acted thus. 
This is proved by his demeanor before Pilate on his 
second trial, where he was as honest in preventing 
misconceptions of the truth, as he had before been 
candid in enforcing its claims. 

Aft«r the disgraceful proceedings of the night, 
^vhen the Sanhedrim passed sentence of death upon 
our Lord, and maltreated him in the most brutal 
manner, they thought it expedient to have another 
meeting. Accordingly, " very early. in the morning, 
all the chief-priests and elders of the people with the 
scribes and the whole council, held an assembly to 
consult Tww they might put Jeans to death." They 
had condemned him, hut it was a question whether 
they could secure his execution ; for the Eomans 
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had taken away from them the power to inflict capi- 
tal punishmeDt. It was necessary, therefore, to 
have him condemned by the Eoman power, if they 
would have him executed by Eomaii authority, and 
by Roman means of puaishmoat. 

The expedient they nest hit upon was, to accuse 
Christ of High Tebason. The Eomana very well 
knew what was their expectation, in reference to the 
Messiah, and that the time had elapsed by their cal- 
culation, for the appearance of a great military 
chieftain who should free them from their vassalage 
to that empire. That great solicitude was felt on 
this subject, is evident from the horrid act of Herod, 
by whose bloody decree the babes of Bethlehem 
were slain, in hopes of cutting off their expected 
Messiah, It was very natural, therefore, that this 
assembly should think it an admirable plan to take 
advantage of this feeling of jealousy on the part of 
the government; for they rightly judged that any 
one advancing the claims of a king, as Christ had 
done, would stand a poor chance of escape, ffo 
make sure of better testimony than that of the un- 
lucky blunderers whom they had suborned, they led 
Christ into their council a second time, black with 
bruises, and disfigured by bai-barous violence. Al- 
though he had been condemned, they determined to 
put him upon another, and a more public trial; and 
they began by going over the same ground, with 
the view, however, of mainly pressing him upon his 
claim of being the Messiah. "Art thou the Mes-- 
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siah 1 Tell us. And lie said unto them : If I tell 
you, jQ will not believe ; and if I also interrogate 
you, ye will not answer me, nor let me go. Here- 
after shall the Son of man sit on the right hand of 
the power of God. Then said they all, Art thou ilie 
Sm, of God? and he said unto them, I am. And 
they said. What need we any further witness? for 
we ourselves have heard of his own mouth." 

They now had again a full confession that he 
claimed to be both God and man, and by conse- 
quence the Messiah. "And the whole multitude of 
them led him away to Pilate." 

ir. Christ before Pilate. 

It was important for the Sanhedrim to obtain the 
death of Christ if they could, on the sentence of 
their own court, to sustain their reputation with the 
people; for the very fact of their being obliged to 
go to the Roman governor in this matter, reminded 
them of their abject existence as a nation. Arrived 
at the door of the Prsetorium, for fear of contracting 
defilement from Gentiles, these sanctimonious hypo- 
crites would not go in. Pilate, aware of their 
scruples, came out into the paved court, and seeing 
a prisoner bound, said to them: "What accusation 
bring ye against this man?" By this, their dignity 
was much affronted, as if it were an insult to suspect 
them of asking the death of an innocent man; and 
they replied: "If he were not a malefactor, we 
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would not have delivered him up unto thee." Piiatc 
knew their character too well to be deceived by 
their pretensions, and as they made no accusation, 
he gave them to understand that if they had so 
adjudged, so they might deal with him according to 
their law. This was hitter irony, and they had to 
state the reason why they came to him: "It is not 
lawful for us to put any man to death." Pilate hav- 
ing insisted upon an indictment, and knowing that 
the Eoman law would not regard the penalties of 
the Jewish, they concluded to prefer against him the 
crime of High Treason. " We found this fellow 
perverting the nation, and forbidding to giveirribute 
to Caesar, saying that he himself is Christ, (the Mes- 
siat,) a King." 

This ground apparently was the most promising 
that could be taken, for should he deny that he ever 
proclaimed himself a King, there would be an end 
to his career, as he would have been branded by a 
hundred oaths with palpablo falsehood ; and if, on 
the other hand, he should make the assertion that 
he was a King, it tnust be taken as a plea of guilt : so 
they thought themselves sure of their suit. 

Here, then, -was some need of explanation upon the 
part of Christ ; for although the naked assertion, that 
he was a King, was true, in Pilate's court it would 
have conveyed a false impression. Did our Saviour 
either refuse to explain or deny his claims? He did 
not. He plainly did the one, and boldly maintained 
the other. "Then Pilate called Jesus, and said unto 
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him, Art thou t!io king of the Jews ? And he 
answering, said unto Mnij Thou sayest." Now if he 
had stopped here, a false impression might have 
procured his condemnation. Truth demanded that 
Pilate should know the exact sense in which he used 
that word. Therefore our Lord informed him : " My 
kingdom is not of this world : if ray kingdom were 
of this world, then would my servants fight, that I 
should not be delivered'to the Jews : but now is my 
kingdom not from hence." This at once served to 
cLuiet the apprehensions of the governor, if he had 
any; hut he proceeded to reiterate the question, 
and Christ varied his explanation. "Art thou a 
king then?" " Thipu sayest that I am a king. To 
this end was I born, and for this cause came I into 
the world, that I should bear witness unto the truth. 
Every one that is of the truth, heareth my voice." 
Pilate was satisfied with the explanation. He saw 
clearly that Christ laid no claim to temporal power, 
to the prejudice of the Eoman Government; and 
since he had no ambition for the royal purple, he 
was convinced he harbored no treasonable designs 
against his monarch. Then Pilate went out to the 
Jews, who were waitidg the issue in anxious expect- 
ation of the condemnation of Christ, and announced 
his ACQUITTAL. 

After Pilate had made repeated attempts to 
release him, exasperated beyond measure, they 
clamored for the worst of punishments, and said: 
"We have a law, and by our law he ought to 
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die, because he made himself the Son of God." Can 
any man fail to see they interpreted this phrase 
in the sense of identity of nature with. God ? Did 
they not say so? and did not Christ know that 
such was their understanding? Beyond a doubt, 
he knew it. Could ho not have easily met and van- 
quished them on this point, in Pilate's court, had 
they misinterpreted his words, or misunderstood his 
meaning? Inasmuch as Pilate had acquitted him 
before them all, could he not have shown that their 
law did not reach him at all, by simply exposing 
their mistake, had they made one ? Under the cir- 
cumstances, and in view of the consequences, let any 
good man ask himself what he would have done, 
and what Christ ought to have done, had he been 
placed in a false position before the Eoman court. 
"W"e think no man of common-sense can help seeing, 
that if Christ Was a good man, he could not have 
allowed his enemies to misrepresent his claims, when 
he was in a court not under their sway ; that if he 
were God as well as man, there is consistency in his 
conduct; that if he were not God, there was not 
only inconsistency, but great wickedness shown by 
him, to his utter disgrace as a man of truth. 

We need not enlarge upon the way in which this 
unjust judge was intimidated by the disappointed 
and furious mob. Since Pilate had acquitted him 
of the crimo they brought, they insanely called 
upon him to execute the sentence of their court; 
threatening him, if he did not, with an accusation 
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before Gsesar for disloyalty and breach of trust, in 
refusing to punish a criminal condemned by bis own 
nation, and accused of high treason. "If thou let 
this man go, thou art not C^esat's friend. Whoso- 
ever maketh himself a king, speateth against Ctesar," 
His cowardice prompted him to act in direct viola- 
tion of his own convictions, for "he knew that the 
chief-priests had delivered hira for envy;" yet for 
the sake of policy, and dreading the execution of 
their threat, regardless of the life of an innocent 
man, deaf to the remonstrance of conscience, he 
yielded to their will. Thus, Christ died a martyr 
to the doctrine of his own Supreme Godhead. 

No candid man will say, that our Lord was not 
equally honest before the Jewish tribunal and the 
Roman court. In the former, he was understood to 
assert his own proper divinity, and was adjudged 
guilty of blasphemy, "because being a man, he 
made himself God." This was the exposition all 
along put upon his words, and on this account he 
had acquired the character of a blasphemer, and 
finally was condemned for blasphemy ; and by a 
strange combination of circumstances, for this sin 
against the Jewish law, he was made to suffer a 
Roman punishment. Now, if he were not God, but 
only a very good man, why did he not explain, as 
he did before Pilate? Why did he not reject with 
disdain an imputation so foul, that/aiZitre to disavow, 
ought for ever to extinguish the pretensions of the best 
man thai ever lived? Here is a corner from which 
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there is no getting out. If Christ were really a 
good man, be must also he God ; but if he be not 
God, if he be but a creature, then to us the conse- 
quence seems inevitable, he must have been the 
very worst of bad mm/ a deceiver, a peijured man, a 
suicide, and a fool for dying in support of a false 
fact 1 1 His disciples are idolaters! every Christian 
misled by the Bible to believe in his divinity, is 
divinely misled ; and the most pious are the most 
impious ; and their cherished system of religion, the 
worst that ever cursed the world I !- Thus, the op- 
posers of our doctrine must meet another dilemma, 
if they would be consistent, as " rational Christians" 
ought to be : 

Mither thcij mzist admit tJiat Christ, if only a man, 
was A VERT BAD MAN, OT if a good man, that he is the 
Supreme Goi>. 
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CHAPTER Vm. 

Til. DiiEMHA.-^j&iffter Clirist is God, w Miami ihe Messiah. 
Hia OfBcea proved — DJTimty of the Measiah-^WTiat the iTeaaiah waa 
to do — Consequences if lie be not Diyine — Dilemma veriSed — An 
inconMfcnoy. 

The word Messiah means the " anointed." It was 
a custom among tlie Hebrews to anoint with oil 
their High-Priests, (Ex. 30 : 25-30,) and their Pro- 
phets and Kings. (1 Kings 19 : 16.} The Prophets 
proclaimed the appearance of a great Prophet, an ever- 
lasting Priest, and a ghrious King, who, combining 
these three offices in liimself, was anointed by God to 
exeeute all their duties in teacliing, redeeming, and 
reigning over his own- chosen people. (Is. 45 : 7 ; 
61 : 1 ; Dan. 9 : 24, 25, 26.) " Messiah the Prince," 
thus foretold in the Old Testament, is Christ, or the 
"anointed" of the New. He is called "the Prophet 
of the highest." (Luke 1 : 76.) " The High-Priest 
of our profession," (Heb. 3:1,) and "King of 
kings." (Eev. 19 : 16.)' 

By proving the divinity of Christ, we of course 
prove the divinity of the Messiah.^-That He was 
expected "to be a divine person Is abundantly evident 
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from the Scriptures, and from writinga of the ancient 
Hebrews ; though, it is with great prohability sup- 
posed, that iu the time of our Saviour tlie Jews lost 
the faith of their fathers, and believed their Messiah 
was to. be but a man, raised up to restore their na- 
tion to superior greatness and renown. With their 
belief so secularized and perverted, we have nothing 
to do. "We simply and briefly will show that if 
Christ be not God, he was not the Messiah. 

The Messiah is a proper name applied to the ex- 
pected Deliverer, whose advent into the world, for 
ages past, has been the hope and consolation of Israel. 
The nature and work descriptive of him in the Old 
Testament, when ascertained, will show us what 
Christ is, if he be the Messiah. Here we shall be as 
brief as possible, inasmuch as the reader, by recurr- 
ing to passages already quoted, can easily make his 
own comment, 

I. As to his nature — he was to be a Man. As all 
are agreed on this matter, we need not quote the va- 
rious offices be should discharge, all implying his 
strict and proper manhood. But he is more than 
man. How much more, must be ascertained from 
the declarations of the Old Testament. 

The 45th Psalm was always understood by the 
Jews to refer to their Messiah. In the 6th v. the 
king spoken of is called God. Its application to 
Christ, by Paul, in Eeb. 1, is beyond question. The 
Messiah is called a Branch of Jehovah, (Is. 4:2; 
comp. Is. 11 : 1 ; Zech. 8:8; 6 : 12.) Jehovah our 
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righteoiisness, is the name of this Branch. (Jer. 23 : 5, 
6 ; Jer. 83 : 16.) " This ia he who shall call to her, 
Jehovah our EighteousEess," 

The Messiah ia called by name, Wonderful, Coun- 
sellor, The Mighty God, The Everlasting father, 
The Prince of Peace. (Is. 9 : 6, 7.) 

The Messiah is called Jehovah, God. (Is. 40 : 3-5, 
9-11.) 

The One known as the Angel of Jehovah, and 
the Angel of the Covenant, under the Patriarchal 
and Mosaic dispensations, was their future Messiah. 
Eabbinieal authors frequently refer these names to 
him; but the appellations, attributes, and worship of 
the Deity are given to this august person, and acta 
of distinct personality arc ascribed to the Angel of 
Jehovah. He ia represented as the proper object of 
assured confidence and of religious worship ; there- 
fore he was to he God as well as man. 

Now, all Christians admit that Christ is the Mes- 
siah ; but if Unitarianism be true, he can not be that 
Deliverer, because he is not entitled to the appella- 
tives and the honors ascribed to the Messiah in the 
Old Testament. 

II. As to his work, it is said : 

Is. 2 : 18. — And the idois he s!ia!l vtterlij ahdisk. 

The chapter containing this prediction, speaks of 
what was to happen in the last days : " Out of Zion 
shall go forth the law, and the word of the Lord 
from Jerusalem " This was signally fulfilled when 
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the Messiah commissioned hia Apostles to preach 
the gospel to every creature. The Messiah, then, 
is to abolish idols utterly; but if Christ be not 
God, he is not Messiah, for he has done nothing 
towards abolisliiiig idolairy. So far from this,' he 
has been exalted as the greatest and most dangerous 
of all idols, Christians have been and are tlie grossest 
idolaters, and Christianity is the worst system of idol- 
atry that has ever appeared ! 

The Koran says: "The temptation to idolatry is 
more, grievous than to kill in the sacred months." 
" Where are the idols whicli ye called upon be- 
sides God '1 — God shall say unto them at the resur- 
rection, Enter ye with the nations which have pre- 
ceded you, of genii and of menj into hell- fire." Mo- 
hammedanism is therefore a better system than 
Christianity, which exalts a man into an idol ! Mo- 
hammed is better than Christ, who receives divine 
homage as God, when he is but a man ; and the pro- 
phet of Mecca has better claims to the Messiahship 
than Jesus of !Nazareth, because he succeeded better 
in abohshing idols I And the Koran is better than 
the Bible, which is fall of temptation to idolatry ! I 
Consistency, then, would seem to demand, that they 
who deny the divinity of our Saviour, should ^e/e?* 
Mohammedanism to Christianity. 

If Christ be only a creature, for eighteen hundred 
years he has been the object of idolatrous worship, 
and all the idols his system of religion ever abolished, 
simply yielded their place to another and a worse 
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idol in Ilia own person. Therefore, consistency de- 
mands tbat the opponents of our doctrine should 
choose one of these alternatives: 

Either- they must admit that Christ is God, or deny 
that he is the Messiah. 

So long as they call tfee worshippers of three Gods 
"fellow-Christians," and "brethren," they acknow- 
ledge their system to be Christianity; but nothing can 
be plainer than this, the sanxe system can not t«ach 
Theism and Tritheism. There is no difference be- 
tween a Tritheist and a Polytheist. We can not be 
Christians and Idolaters too. "We therefore prefer 
from our opponents the name which precisely de- 
lineates our rehgious belief, as they think, to the 
heartless compliment which says one thing and 
means another. 
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CHAPTER IX. 

OBIBCnOSS FBOH SCKIPTUEB AJTO Rbasok abswebbd. 

The value of objectioaa — Shifting ground — Tlie Macj- of oTjjectioDs — 
Why vre can not accept TlmtarisJi faith — Our arguments not yet 
anawered — Unitarian ratincination — Our portion not touched — 
Their proof testa harmonize with our view — " Son of God " a title 
in harmony wifli our view of hia nature — Quotations from Dr. 
Channing — Shown to tie futile — Quotation from Dr. Dick — Dr. 
Channijig's rule of exegesis — Its operation — Other vital doctrinea 
denied — Personal salyation put in jeopardy. 

It becomes us to notice the principal olDJeclions 
whicli have been made to the doctrine advocated in 
these pages. We believe that men may be just as 
sincere in an error as in the truth, but sincerity can 
not blot out the eternal distinction between them, 
nor annul the differences they make in human cha- 
racter. "Were it otherwise the mission of our Sav- 
iour would have been in vain ; and the only con- 
ceivable preference of truth to error would be in the 
advantages that might accrue to the structure of 
human society; one system being the better, because 
the more favorable to the enjoyment of a greater 
amount of social happiness. Were it otherwise, the 
Hindoo would receive nothing better from Chriatian- 
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ity as a religious aystem than emancipation from one 
routine of ceremonies to embrace another, or none at 
all, as might heat suit him. Sincerity, however, is to 
be respected, while indifference is to be condemned. 
The objections to the former are entitled to consider- 
ation, the heartlessness of the latter can only claim 
pity, while it deserves contempt. 

The only question which concerns us is this: la 
the doctrine of Christ's Supreme Godhead fairly 
proved from Scripture, and from the absurdities that 
seem to to follow its denial, upon the supposition 
that the Bible is the inspired word of God? If so, 
objections can not destroy that proof. " Objections," 
says an ingenious writer, "against a thing fairly 
proved, are of no weight. The proof rests upon our 
knowledge, and the objections upon our ignorance. 
It is true that moral demonstrations, and religious 
doctrines may be attacked in a very ingenious and 
plausible manner, because they involve questions on 
which our ignorance is greater than our knowledge : 
but still our knowledge is knowledge ; or, in other 
words, our certainty is certainty. "When you have 
proved that the three angles of any -triangle are 
equal to two right angles, there is an end of doubt ; 
because there are no materials for ignorance to work 
up into phantoms." But there is a wider field for 
gathering such materials in moral and religious sub- 
jects, and their use is just to bring up such phantoms 
as shall delude us by their iinsubstantial forms. 

Now, in regard to the objections made to our doc- 
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trine from Seriptaro, they involve what is technically 
called "ignoratio elenchi," a mistake of the question, 
and the fallacy of shifting ground. The question is 
this ; Is Christ the Supreme God ? The argument 
brought to prove that he is man, shifts ground, he- 
cause it does not maintain the negative of the real 
question ; it only proves another proposition ahout 
which there is no dispute. 'We are aU agreed that 
Christ is really and truly man ; therefore, to hring 
proofs for this, instead of answering the proofs of 
the affirmative of the real question, is utterly irrele- 
vant and evasive, for the conclusion that " Christ is 
not God," hj no means follows. 

We maintain it is egregious trifling to manage the 
controversy by imposing sophisms upon our readers, 
and certainly not creditable to " rational Christian- 
ity." Take the case of an astronomer, who proves 
the sun to be an opaque body. Surely his position 
can not be controverted, by showing that the sun is 
the source of light to our world. The affirmative of 
any proposition is not to be answered by supporting 
the affirmative of a different proposition. We com- 
plain therefore of our opponents that when we prove 
Christ to be God, they meet us by proving that hfe is 
man, about which there is no dispute. Why do they 
not meet the onlt/ question between ns on the sub- 
ject of his nature? 

The "fallacy of objections" Is this: "Showing that 
there are objections against some plan, theory, or sys- 
tem, and thence inferring that it should he rejected; 
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■when that which ought to have been proved is, that 
there are more or strongs objections against the re- 
ceiving than the rejecting of it." Je^tis Christ is the 
Supreme God. Our objections to ryecttng this as the 
truth, have been informally stated ; but for the sake 
of contrasting their relative strength with that of 
those presented in opposition, we may be allowed to 
show them in a formal order. 

1st. All the most glorious names of the Supreme 
Crod are given to Christ;, and we can not therefore 
abandon our doctrine, without indorsing blasphemy, 
and without involving ourselves in the absurdity 
that God has no name by which he can be distin- 
guished from his creatures. To meet this, we think 
it incumbent on our opponents to show, by the defi- 
nition of blasphemy, that our objection does not lie, 
and that there ia no absurdity as we state, 

2d. The most glorious attributes of God are pre- 
dicated of Christ, and we therefore can not reject his 
Divinity without involving ourselves in the absurd- 
ity, that God has no attribute by which he may be 
^stinguished from his creatures ; and we think our 
opponents can not ask us in fairaess to adopt Hidr 
belief, without showing that this is no absurdity at 
all. 

3d. The most glorious works of God are ascribed 
to Christ, and wo can not therefore give up the doc- 
trine of his Godhead, without nullifying the divine 
argument by which the existence of the Almighty is 
proved ; without involving ourselves in the absurd- 



Hcssdb, Google 



138 SUPltEME GODHEAD OF CHRIST. 

itj that a creature is his own Creator, and that this 
creature -creator inay he and not he, at the same time ; 
and without involving ourselves in another no less, 
namely, that God has performed no work by which 
he may be distinguished from his creatures, We 
think that these must be met by arguments to prove 
them no absurdities at ah. 

4th. The worship of God by angels and men, by 
the inhabitants of heaven and earth, is represented 
as given to Christ ; and we can not therefore but be- 
lieve he is God, without involving ourselves in the 
absurdity, that God has no ^peculiar worship by which 
be may be distinguished from his creatures. This 
too must be shown to be no absurdity at all. 

5th. Wo must believe that Christ is God as well 
as man, because if only roan, he is the worst man that 
ever lived. "We think this must be met, by showing 
that he being only a man, did not dissemble when 
on oath ; that he made no false impressions upon the 
Jews ; that he did not, by his omissions of statement, 
by his representations and inducements, lead men to 
worship him, and that he is not the object of the 
highest religious worship by the representation of 
the Eevelation. 

Now, we ask, have these arguments, presented in 
various forms a thousand times, ever been met ? We 
have reason to believe they never have; certainly 
nothing has come within the I'ange of our own ob- 
servation but irrelevant texts, which only prove what 
we most fully admit. We most distinctly believe our 
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Saviour is man, having a human body and a human 
soul, both of which are necessary to form human 
nature ; that as a man, he was sent into the world to 
"magnify the law and make it honorable," by suf- 
fering the punishment that law pronounced against 
transgressors, in behalf of those who were given him 
before the foundation of the world ; hy which suffer- 
ings he magnified the law, in declaring its righteous- 
ness and immutability, and made it honorable by 
rendering a full satisfaction to its righteous demands 
in the room of his people. This is a distinctive fea- 
ture of our belief, which Dr. Channing calls the 
"heart-withering faith of the Genevan school I" But 
we also believe that Christ is the Supreme God ; and 
we have given our reasons for it according to the 
direction in 1 Pet. 3 : 15. 

An author already quoted says :* " Unitarians take 
the Bible in their hands, as they say, and sitting down 
to read it, as plain unlettered Christians, and with 
prayer for Divine illumination, they find that the 
general tenor of its language either distinctly asserts 
or necessarily implies the Supremacy of the Father, 
and teaches the inferior and derived nature of the 
Son. In proof of this, they appeal to such passages 
as the following: 'This is life eternal, that they 
might know thee, the only true God, and Jesus 
Christ whom thou hast sent,' (John 17 : 3.) ' For 
there is one God and one Mediator between God and 
man, the man Christ Jesus.' (1 Tim. 2 : 5.) 'My 
* Eupp'a History, p. t05. 
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Fatlier is greater tliau I.' (John 14 : 28.) ' My doc- 
trine is not mine, but his that sent me." (ibid. 7 : 16.) 
' I speak not of myself.' [Ibid. 14 : 10.) ' I can of 
mine own self do nothing.' {Ihid. 5 : 30.) ' The Fa- 
ther that dwelleth in me he doeth the worlis.' {Ibid. 
14 : 10.) ' God hath made that same Jesus, whom 
you crucified, both Lord and Christ' (Acts 2 : 86.) 
' nim hath God exalted with his right hand to be a 
Prince and a Saviour.' {Ihid. 5 : 31.)" 

Now, we solemnly believe that all these texts, and 
many more, " distinctly assert, or necessarily imply 
the Supremacy of the Father, and teach the inferior 
and derived nature of the Son,'- as to his humanity. 
This, therefore, forms no difference between us. To 
present that upon which we are agreed, as an argu- 
ment in the matter upon which we disagree, is egre- 
gious trifling. These texts are in perfect harmony 
with those we have quoted in proof of the Supreme 
Godhead of Christ, upon the admission of his two 
natures ; but upon the supposition that he is a mere 
creature, they are perfectly irreconcilable, the whole 
Bible becomes an enigma that must baffle every at- 
tempt at producing an agreement between these two 
classes of texts. "We can show their harmony upon 
our doctrine ; but without it, no such, harmony, in 
our opinion, can be made to appear. To present 
these texts, then, being wholly irrelevant, is to no 
purpose. Why not take the texts which we think 
prove the Deity of Christ, from both the Old and New 
Testament, and cope with them? Why not "take 
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the Bible in their liantis, and sitting down to read it, 
aa plain and unlettered Ohristians, and with prayer 
for Divine illumination," strive to show how Christ 
can be called Jehovah, the Moat High God, the True 
God, the only Wise God, the Everlasting ^Father, the 
Great God, God over all, hleaaed for ever. Omniscient, 
Omnipotent, Omnipresent, Eternal, Immutable, Our 
Creator, Preserver, and final Judge ; and yet, with 
all these most glorious perfections, be only a crea- 
ture? This would be achieving something to the 
purpose, it would be a rare piece of work, whjch the 
world as yet has never seen, ■ Until this be done, 
there ia no fair argument and no meeting of the real 
question in dispute at all. 

Eat lest ■we might be thought reluctant to touch 
these texts, we will briefly consider them. Christ 
says in his prayer: " This is life eternal, that they 
might know thee the only trae God, and Jesus 
Christ whom thou hast sent." Christ as man prays 
to God in the behalf of his chosen. As such he is 
manifestly distinguished from the Father. He was 
• the "sent of God," who came to do his wilh But 
does this text prove that Christ was not God? No, 
it only distinguishes the manhood of our Redeemer 
from the Godhead, If it prove that Christ is not the 
only (rue God, by the same reasoning the Father can 
be proved not to be the onlt/ vnse Ood. Jude thus 
prays to Christ : " Now unto Him that is able to keep 
you from falling, and tp present you faultless before 
the presence of his glory with exceeding joy, To the 
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only wise God, our Saviour, etc." If tlio one text 
excludes the Son from Eeity. tlie other must ex- 
clude the Father from Deity. But this writer es- 
claima: "Does a Being pray to himself?" We 
might answer this by asking: Does a Being pre- 
sent to himself f How can Christ present " us to him- 
self, or before the presence of his glory ?" If He 
be but a man, the last text involves the very absurd- 
ity complained of; but if he be God as well as man, 
the objection is answered; as man, like other men, 
he prayed to God, whose nature is as distinct from 
Christ's human nature, as &om ours, but yet united 
with it in away ours never can be. In some places 
the Scriptures speak of Christ as God, in others as 
man, and in others as God and man* In all this 
there is no contradiction. 

1 Tim. 2 : 5.— For there is one God, anil one Mediator between 
God and man, tlia man Jesus Christ." 

Mediation implies satisfaction, and for this purpose 
it was necessary that our Saviour should be God 
and man, for how could a mere man satisfy God for 
his fellows ? Besides, if Christ was only a man why 
is the statement to that effect made ? "Why the as- 
surance, that that man, was a man? It must have 
been for one of two reasons, either to guard us from 
supposing he might be God or an angel, or to intimate 
that he was both God and man, the man being the 
mediator, because the sufferer by whom satisfaction 
was made. It could not have been to guard us 
against this supposition ; for, in the next preceding 
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vei-se but one, our Saviour is denominated God; 
therefore the intention of tlie Apostle must have 
been to point us to the specific nature in which me- 
diation waa made "by God our Saviour," This 
text therefore in its connection, is plump against the 
system in whose behalf it has been pressed. 

John 14 : 28.— My Father is greater thau I. 

By urging this test our opponents not only mate 
out that our Saviour was a mau, but also, by conse- 
quence, that he was a bhsp/iemer / These words 
contain a comparison, and for any creature to com- 
pare himself with his Creator, is arrogance, presump- 
tion, and blasphemy. Besides, it makes our Saviour 
talk nonsense ! "What would be said of the best man 
that ever lived, should he stand up among his fel- 
lows and say : " My Creator is greater than I am 1" 

A perusal of this chapter will show conclusively 
that Christ's comparison had no respect to nature, 
but to work. He describes himself as the great am- 
bassador sent to our fallen world, and in this respect 
"the Father that dwelt in him doeth the works," 
and is therefore greater than He. So Christ as an 
ambassador, said : " I speak not of myself." — " I can 
of mine own self do nothing," Such language was 
perfectly suited to him in his official capacity. Thus 
wc can clearly esplain every passage of this nature 
in perfect consistency with our doctrine, and we are 
confident that a multitude of passages, some of 
which wc have quoted, can not be tortured into con- 
sistency with the scheme of our opponents. We 
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Have given a sample of Unitarian exposition 'which 
speaks for itself. Let it be also observed, that the 
spirit of inspiration in Johoj by this scheine, is 
toade inconsistent with itself; for in the first chapter 
of this gospel the Word that was made flesh, is as- 
serted to be God ; but if this text prove Christ to be 
nothing more than man, it also proves that John in 
the first chapter penned a falsehood I 

The great objection made to our doctrine is this, 
Christ is everywhere styled the Son of God, and be 
calls God his FaSier. Now, as the Scriptures were 
given to us that we might understand them, as they 
speak to us in terms that we can comprehend, terms 
familiar to ns, terms descriptive of human things 
and relations, when these are applied to divine 
things, it is argued, that the human relation of lea- 
ther and Son, must necessarily suggest the inferiority 
of the Son to the Father when speaking of a divine 
relation. 

As we have already considered this phrase, we 
must be very brief. Either it denotes identity of 
nature with God, or it does not. If it does, there is. 
an end of the argument ; if it doe.'i not, then it re- 
mains with our opponents to show how they can 
vindicate our blessed Saviour from prevarication. 
The Jews understood this phrase to denote equality 
with God, and Christ knew it ; and without correct- 
ing their mistake, he died in the support of an un- 
truth 1 Besides, the Apostle says: He "thought it 
not robbery to be equal with God," Kow, when we 
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compare this with the interpretation the Jews put 
upon his words, when wo consider that the reason 
why they stoned hiin was — " that he being a man, 
made himself equal with God ; because he said, / am 
the Son of Qod" we can see no way of escape from 
the belief that Christ is God. But why did he call 
himself the SON, using a term that conveys to us the 
idea of posteriority and inferiority ? We reply, that 
we are bound so to interpret the phrase, that it will 
not contradict the explicit declarations of Scripture. 
This term expresses a distinction in the Godhead 
which we can not understand. The terms. Father and 
■Son, with us denote identity of nature; but when ap- 
plied to the Godhead it does not therefore follow, 
that the relation mnst be* in all respects the same. 
When men, worms of the dust, begin to explain the 
mode of the divine subsistence, and erect their de- 
ductions of reason into a standard of faith, they act 
like the men who assert there is no bottom to the 
ocean, because their lines are too short to fathom it, 
"Who by searching can find out God?" We must 
be content with revealed facts, when they are above 
our iinite capacities ; but when we transcend this ob- 
vious duty, " our foolish hearts arc darkened." 

Thus we show bow the texts Unitarians appeal 
to, are altogether wide of the matter in controversy. 
They do not prove iheir negative. They are entirely 
in harmony with onr faith. But the proof-texts we 
offer, tbey -can not make to harmonize with their 
system, without the torturing irons of a proudly 
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pretending criticism, and without shameful reflec- 
tions upon the sacred penmen, when their words are 
too obstinate for Unitarian management. 

But we must not forget that our opponents are 
philosophers, and reasoners ; for they often have 
"had great reasonings among themselves:" and 
they are metaphysicians, too ; and they upbraid us 
because we are neither. Thus writes Dr. Channing : 

"We believe Jesus is one mind, one soul, one 
being as truly one as we are, and equally distinct 
from the one God. We complain of the doctrine of 
the Trinity, that, not satisfied with mailing God three 
beings, it makes Jesus Christ two beings, and this 
introduces infinjtf^ f.finfiipi(in into our conceptions 
nf hin f|l in.rn.f4pr. This corruption of Christianity, 
alike repugnant to common-sense and to the general 
strain of Scripture, is a remarkable proof of the 
power of a false philosophy in disfiguring the truth 
as it is in Jesus." 

Again he says : " According to this doctrine, 
Jesus Christ, instead of being one mind, one con- 
scious intelligent principle, whom we can under- 
stand, consists of two souls, two minds; the one 
divine, the other- haman; the one weak, the other 
Almighty ; the one ignorant, the other omniscient. 
Now we maintain that this is to make two beings." 
"Can yon conceive of two beings in the universe 
more distinct ? We have always thought that one 
person was constituted and distinguished by one 
consciousness. The doctrine that one and the same 
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person atould have two distinct consciousnesses, 
two wills, two souls, infinitely difierelit from each 
other, this we think an enormous tax on human 
credulity." 

Here the Doctor professes to give our exact senti- 
ments on this subject. Has he done so? Not at 
ALL. Who ever maintained the absurdity, he has 
presented ? No bodt. Who ever so taxed human 
credulity as to demand such a belief in Christ? 
No BODY. Why then is this statement made ? We 
know not, unless to display the skill of certain sport- 
ing gentlemen who set up Nine Pins to knock them 
down again. Now we believe as fully as any could 
wish, that the representation Dr. Channing has given 
is both unphilosophical and irrational. He either 
understood our views, or he did not. If he did not, 
this representation of them, charges him with ignor- 
ance with which a man of his acknowledged abili- 
ties can not be taxed. If he did, then it charges 
upon him something else. 

Our view of the person of Christ, can not be more 
lucidly stated than in the language of Dr. Dick. 
" Christ is as truly man as he is God. This peculiar 
relation was indispensably necessary to the unity of 
the Mediator. Had the two natures, however inti- 
mately connected, not been personally united, their 
actions would not have been referable to one agent ; 
there would have been two agents perfectly distinct, 
whereas, now, the person of Christ, if I may so es- 
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press myself, is one principle of operation in the 
accomplishment of our redemption." 

"To illustrate this point more fally, I remark, 
that it was not a human person which onr Saviour 
assumed, but a human nature. The distinction 
between these is important, and should be carefnllj 
considered. By a person, we understand an intelli- 
gent being subsisting by himself, and not dependent 
upon any other. This is the meaning of the word 
when it is used in reference to men ; when applied 
to the Trinity, it expresses a distinction which we 
can not explain. To say that the Son of God 
assumed a human person, would be an express con- 
tradiction, because there is an idea imported in the 
word assumed, with which the personality of his 
human nature is absolutely inconsistent ; for it im- 
ports that he made it his own ; and besides, on this 
supposition, as we hare already remarked, the acts 
of the man would not have been the acts of the Son 
of God, and consequently, would not have been 
available for our salvation. He assumed a human 
nature, or, in other words, made it his own nature, 
by giving it a subsistence in his divim person. The 
term personality merely imports, that the nature of 
which we are speaking, subsists by itself. To deny, 
therefore, the personality of the human nature of 
Christ, takes nothing from it that is essential; it 
simply represents it as standing in a peculiar rela- 
tion to another nature. It would have been a per- 
son, if it had not been united to the Son of God; 
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bat, being united to liim, it can not be called a 
person, because it does not subsist by itself, as other 
men do ; eacb of whom has an independent exist- 
ence." 

" When in spealiing upon this subject, ive use the 
plirase, the constitution of the person of Christ, it is 
necessary to guard against a misapprehension of the 
meaning. It is not that his person is made up of 
two constituent parts, the divine and the human 
nature ; for this would imply that the Son of God 
was not a person before the union or that he became 
a different person after it."* 

"We have been lengthy in our quotation, to show 
the utter unfairness of Dr. Channjng's representation, 
and we can not avoid believing, that he very well 
knew the exact sentiment of this quotation, to be 
the faith of orthodox Christians. How far then he 
is to be trusted in his statements of the creed of 
others, is quite obvious. We believe that Christ 
was a perfect man, but as he was born unlike other 
men, so he subsisted unlike other men ; and all this 
is perfectly compatible with reason and revelation. 
It avails nothing to cry down, as theory, what Dr. 
Dick has expressed so well, because it is irrational. 



* This ■view is not pocnliar to Er. Dick. long before his day, it 
was presented, and has been often and ably advocated, sa the true 
Btate of the caao respecting the constitution, of our Mediator; ai^cd 
out, from the noooa^ty of presenting the basis, upon whidi tlio two 
classes of texts teaching a two-fold nature, are clearly hannonized. 
{Mark's Medulla, p. ISG. De Moor, vol iiL, pp. 159, T60. Fisher's 
Catechism, p. 102. Oalrin's Institutes, vol. i., p. 430.) 
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If we believe it to be true, beeause no other will 
harmonize the Scriptures on this (question, it can 
only be expurgated from our faith, by showing that 
UnitariiTn. faith harmonizes them as well, without 
impeaching the veracity and qualifications of the 
inspired writers. 

Dr. Channing further states: there are " compara- 
tively /ew passages, whicli arp thought to make him 
(Christ) the Supreme God." Whether this be true, 
we leave to the judgment of the candid reader. But 
perhaps it may be a matter of curiosity to tnow 
how these few are managed by the most distinguish- 
ed and able man who has appeared in this country, 
against the Deity of our Lord. 

He says : " It is our duty to explain such texts by 
the rule which we apply to other tests, in which 
human beings are called gods, and are said to be 
partakers of the divine nature, to know and possess 
all things, and to he filled with all God's fullness. 
These latter passages wc do not hesitate to modify 
and restrain and turn from their most obvious sense, 
because this sense is opposed to the known proper- 
ties of the beings to whom they relate ; and we 
maintain, that we adhere to the same principle, and 
use no greater latitude, iu explaining as we do, the 
passages which are brought to support the Godhead 
of Christ." 

But where do we iind tests informing us that hu- 
man beings are partakers of t/ie divine nature? N'o- 
where. The single text alluded to, is '2 Pet. 1 : i. 
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wliere believers, it is said, by the promises may be 
partakers of a divine nature, clearly alluding to tiic 
now birtli, the being born from above. Is "the 
most obvious souse" liere the divine essence ? . Where 
are creatures said to " know all things" ? Nowhere, 
Where are they said to '^possess" alt things? No- 
where, Is the phrase " that ye might be filled with 
all the fullness of God" in its " most -obvious sense," 
" the fullness of the God/tead" ? Certainly not. The 
former must mean the fullness of which God is the 
author, and which he imparts to his people ; the lat- 
ter, the fullness of bis own essence. The immediate 
context of words and phrases is the place to look 
for the "most obvious sense" of a passage. The 
basis, therefore, of this rule, is simply the assumption 
of a parallelism between those passages, which sup- 
port the divinity of Christ, and others containing 
similar words and phrases, whose context shows that 
no such parallelism exists. 

If the Bible be the work of inspiration, if all its 
parts have the common impress of a Divine origin, 
nothing can be clearer than this, we must adopt that 
faith in which all its revealed facts shall harmonize. 
Upon the admission of the Godhead of our Re- 
deemer, every passage respecting his person and his 
work is beautifully consistent with the whole ; hut 
if this -be denied, then before any thing like consist- 
ency can he seen, we must take all the texts specify- 
ing the most glorious names, titles, attributes, worts, 
and worship of the Deity, that are applied to Christ, 
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and subject them to tlie operation of a rule, by 
which they must be modified, eesteained, and 
TURNED FROM THEIR MOST OBVIOUS MEANINa!!! 
What ail admission ! Wha,t desolation and destruc- 
tion does this carry over the whole field of divine 
truth I Was there ever such a rule of exegesis as 
this, by which the Holy Oracles are made to bend 
to the preconceived opinions of men ? What rule 
could better subserve the interest of the Papacy and 
of Deism ? Let it be carried out, and we shall soon 
get rid of the Bible altogether, for it lays the ground- 
work for a DENIAL OP ALL REVELATION. To Sys- 
tems of faith, as well as to men, the words of Christ 
apply in all their force : " Wherefore, by their fruits 
shall ye know them." 

The scheme that ignores the doctrine of the Su- 
preme Godhead of Christ, denies also other vital 
doctrines of the Christian system, namely, atonement 
and satisfaction by Christ, the total' depravity of 
our nature, regeneration, and justification by grace. 
On the other hand, it apologizes for human de- 
pravity, it makes good works the ground of deliver- 
ance from wrath, and of the enjoyment of heaven. 
It exhibits Christ as a man who came only to set us an 
example of virtue, by the imitation of which, we viorh 
OUT 2>assage to a happy immortality. It denies the 
doctrine of endless punishment, holding that "no 
act of a finite being, a frail, sinning child of dust can 
possess a character of infinity, or merit an infinite 
punishment." According to it, the moral quality 
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of sill can not lead to infinitely disastrous results, 
notwithstanding tlie Bible says : "Many of them that 
sleep in the dust of the earth shall awake, some to 
tiverlasting life, and some to shame and everlasting 
contempt." The wicked " shall go away into ever- 
lasting punishment ; but the righteous into life eter- 
nal," "Is not thy wickedness great? and thy ini- 
quities infinite ?" 

Unitarians deride the sentiment, that the finite act 
of finite man, can originate infinite evil; but this 
question (see Job. 22 : 3) strongly implies the affirm- 
ative. The history of our race proves that such is 
the fact. If God should please, there is nothing in 
the nature of things to prevent the continuance of 
our world and our race as they now are, ad infini- 
tum, lie made man pure and perfect. "By one 
man sin entered the world, and death by sin, so 
death has passed upon all, FOB that all have sinned." 
"Whatever may be the explanation, here is taught 
(Rom. 5 ; 12) a causal connection between the first 
sin and all human depravity, but this depravity, 
undeviating in its tendency, has run on for nearly 
six thousand years, and at this day its resultant evils 
are more numerous than ever. Hence sin is an infi- 
nite evil, because it has a self-perpetuating power. 
And as change of location can not produce change 
of character, the sinner, dying impenitent, goes on 
to sin for ever ; and if the operation of the law of 
our being be the same in the nest world as in this, 
and for aught we know it is, then and there it will 
7« 
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beget progressive intensity of woe. Neither God, 
nor himself, nor any hallowing influence, wfll ever 
change hja moral character ; for Christ said to the 
Jews, " Ye shall die in your sins, and where I am 
ye can not come." Hence as the evil, per se, perpe- 
tuates itself, it must also perpetuate the moral rela- 
tions of the lost in " everlasting punishment," and is 
therefore an infinite evil. 

Unitarianism repudiates these doctrines, but if 
we are able to understand the meaning of lan- 
guage, all these doctrines denied, are the very ones 
to which the greatest prominence is given. The 
doctrine of the vicarious sufferings of Christ per- 
vades the whole Bible, and if this be stricken out, 
its value to us as sinners is nothing ; for then 
the sentence stands out in horrible distinctness: 
"The soul that sinneth, it shall die." "Cursed is 
every one that continueth not in all things that is 
written in the book of the law, to do them." The 
question, then, must for ever remain unanswered, 
"How shall man be just with God?" and the ap- 
palling assurance must be to us the pledge of un- 
utterable despair, "Except your righteousness shall 
exceed the righteousness of the Scribes and Pharisees, 
ye shall, in no CASE, enter the kingdom 'of heaven." 
If the righteousness of our exalted Redeemer can 
not avail for the covering of human guilt, who dare, 
after a life of the fairest earthly fame is spent, and 
the applause of the world be the tablet of his epi- 
taph, who dare stand upon his own merits before 
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liis final Judge ? Talk not of repentance, tears of 
blood can never obliterate the stains of moral guilt. 
Sorrow for sin can never purchase exemption from 
suffering for sin, Mercy can never be shown until 
justice be satisfied. Therefore, the death of Christ 
must avail in reconciling these attributes of an im- 
mutable Grod, for the extension of relief. Because 
Christ was "made sin for us, who knew no sin, that 
we might be made the righteousness of God in him," 
Paul could argue with a " therefore," that there is 
no condemnation to the believer. If this be not the 
scheme of divine love, whose convergent focal rays 
consumed every doubt in bis heart, and lighted a 
flame of rapturous joy within him, under the influ- 
ence of whose glow he indited his eighth chapter to 
the Romans, he reasoned most absurdly. "Who 
shall lay any thing to the charge of &od's elect? It 
is God that justifieth. Who is he that condemneth f 
It is Christ that died, yea., rather that is risen again, 
who is even at the right hand of God, who also 
maketh intercession fob us." These are passages 
that fill us with all the animations of hope, but if 
there be no positive connection between the "blood 
of the Lamb" and the redemption of the soul, our 
hope is extinguished, our despair is begun. If we 
must turn away from the doctrine of Christ's right- 
eousness as the procuring cause of salvation, to the 
■cheerless hope of an unassured acceptance in the 
face of a broken law unredressed, -what can tha.t pro- 
mise us but the bitterness of disappointment? No, 
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reader, if we are ever saved, it must be by the em- 
brace of tliia truth, " The Mood of Jesus C/irisl cleans- 
eth from all sin." (1 John 1 : 1.) And when all 
earthly tie3 are broken, and we are launched away 
from time, our characters must have been moulded 
by the operation of this truth, if when on tlie billows 
of Jordan, our hope, like Noah's dove sent forth, 
shall hritig us back the olive-branch of peace. 

Our personal salvation depends upon our reliance 
on Christ, as the God-Man Mediator. " Being /iwii- 
Jkd hy his blood, we shall be saved from wrath 
through him." "He gave himself foe us that he 
might redeem us from all iniquity." " We arc 
redeemed, not with corruptible things, but with the 
precious blood of Christ." The song of heaven is 
this, " Thou hast redeemed us to Crod by thy blood." 
Now, if the means of our acceptance with God, be 
the merits of Christ, and if his people be bought by 
his'blood, it is perfectly plain that if we reject him 
as he is set forth in these quotations, we must be 
undone for ever. " Therefore, we ought to give the 
more earnest heed to the things which we have 
heard, lest at any time we should let them slip. 
For if the word spoken by angels was steadfast, and 
every transgression and disobedience received ajust 
recompense of reward; how shall wo escape, if we 
neglect so great salvation." 
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CHAPTER X. 

coscLUsroN. 

Sociuiaiiism dangerous — Our view of atonement provetl right — Granfl 
means of salvation — " What must I do to be saved ? " unanswered — 
Brief addresB to those who deny the Divinity of pur Lord. 

In the foregoing pages, we have not snid all tliat 
might be said to prove the Divinity of our glorious 
Redeemer ; but we think we have said enough to 
show, that the denial of this doctrine is attended 
with serious diificultiea, and followed hy alarming 
consequences. We hope nothing has escaped our 
pen harshly written, for while we do hold Socinian- 
ism to be a most dangerous perversion of the Gospel, 
we are conscious of nought but an earnest desire that 
they who are misled by it, may be brought to weigh 
it in the balance of 'Bible-truth. "We think the Deity 
and atonement of Christ are so explicitly laid down 
in Scripture, that nothing but a desire to maintain a 
party, could determine any mind to do violence to 
the word of God, in order to evade their admission. 
If it be necessary, in the interpretation of those pas- 
sages that clearly prove th^e doctrines, to "modify, 
and restrain, and turn from their obvious sense," 
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the words of tlie Holy Ghost, what reliance can be 
placed upon the Bible at all ? If the licentiousness 
of criticism be allowed to change the meaning of 
words and phrases, does not this at once carry ruin 
to our Eule of Faith? Does not the system which 
avows such a principle, betray itself as the perver- 
sion of the Gospel? 

If God's love was manifested simply in the gift of 
a man, whose duty was to inform us that He will 
save on our repentance ; and to present us an ex- 
ample which WD must follow; what higher exhibi- 
tion of love did He give in this bestowment, than in 
sending that "cloud of witnesses" Paul mentions, 
whose virtues and patience in suffering, taught pre- 
cisely the same lesson, and were designed for the 
same effect ? By such a view of the transcendent 
love of God, we think this text, and others of like 
import, denuded of their peculiar precionsness, and 
made to convey an impoverished sense, wholly un- 
worthy of their language, and far below their ob- 
vious import. The sufferings of Christ, are held up 
as the great attractions of the Cross ; and the atone- 
ment for sin which they effected, thus delivering 
from a righteous condemnation all those who by 
faith repose in Him for victory over sin, death, and 
hell, is made the great theme of the New Testament. 
" He appeared to' put away sin ly the sacrifice of him.; 
self,'" " Who his own self bare our sins in his owrt 
body on the tree." " For Christ also ha/h omx suffered 
for sins, &ie just for the unjust, ffiat he n 
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Got?." ^^ Blotting out the handwriting of ordinances 
which was against us, nailing it to his cross." These 
texts, beyond a doubt, teach the doctrine of vicarious 
suffering. If not, what do they teach ? If they do, 
then what can engage my soul more than a view of 
Christ sustaining the pains of death, that my salva- 
tion might be attainable? What can so melt down 
my hardness as a view of the Hoyal Suiferer laying 
down his life to save me from the curse of the law 7 
But if he died as the mere victim of human violence, 
if there were no more virtue in his blood thaji in the 
blood of a martyr, how are these texts to be vindi- 
cated from falsehood and deception? 

The Grospel presents the atonement of Christ as the 
broad basis of our hope, and the grand means of sal- 
vation. Hence Paul says: "I endure all things for 
the elect's sake, that they also may obtain the salva- 
tion which is in Christ Jesus with eternal life." But 
if Jesus did nothing for our salvation, hut preach a 
future state, establish right principles of conduct, 
and present a holy example for our imitation, we 
ask how is salvation in him more than in any other 
man who did the same things ? 

By the scheme which strips Christ of his God- 
head, the whole Bible, we think, is stripped of its 
interest to us as sinners ; for, if he be only a crea- 
ture, it is impossible to receive the doctrine of 
atonement by satisfaction. The declaration that 
God will iy no means clear ffie guUty, stands out in 
fearful prominence, and when we turn to the fruits 
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of our own defective obedience, ns tlie reasons for 
our acceptance with God, we are met with the as- 
surance, " By tlie deeds ofOie law there shall nofiesk he 
justified in his sight." This text, and many others, 
imply that we must be justified from the guilt of 
sin, that is, constituted Jusi before Grod, But if this 
can not be done, either by the righteousness of Christ 
imputed to us, or by our own works, then the ques: 
tion remains unsolved by Unitarian Christianity, 
"What must I do to be saved?" If we be told, we 
must " believe on Christ," we ask what is there pecu- 
liar ill him upon which our faith can fasten? "Why 
is this direction given? What connection is there 
between an act of simple intelligence, and the salva- 
tion of the soul ? Wc can sec none. But viewing 
Christ as our " Passover slain for us," we have an 
important reason to offer, why he is to us "the chief 
among ten thousand," and worthy of all our love, 
"We regard him as our " Surety," " Wliom God hat/i 
set forth to be a propitiation through faitJi in his hlood — 
that He might he just, and the justifier of Mm who be- 
lieveth in Jesus.'" Without this Suretyship of Christ, 
we beheve we CAN NOT BE SAVED, and we 
think this is strongly made out by Divine argument. 
"We hope it may be taken kindly, by those of our 
readers who deny the doctrine advocated in the fore- 
going pages, if we briefly lay before them the conse- 
quences, which wc think inevitably follow the adop- 
tion of Socinian sentiments. We think this our 
duty, and it is difficult to discharge it faithfully, be- 
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cause it is no easy matter to conviace an opponent 
of honest purpose and sincere friendsliip manifested 
in an attempt to overthrow bis principles, to 
expose to himself his errors, and delineate their 
results. He thinks thereby either bis intellect or 
his heart, or both, are really impeached by such an at- 
tempt, and therefore is apt to retire within the strong- 
est fortress of prejudice. We therefore protest in the 
outset, against any imputation of this kind; we pro- 
fess and possess honesty of purpose, and sincerity of 
friendship, in our most earnest entreaty to be impar- 
tially and candidly beard. Men of great minds and 
generous impulses, have professed the distinguishing 
doctrine of Unitarianism ; but he has much yet to 
learn of human nature, who supposes that in the 
matter of religion, especially, greatness of intell'cet 
or amiableness of disposition, will guard the soul from 
delusion, or save from the fatal effect of deplorable 
mistake. 

Confessedly, you who deny and we who hold to 
the divinity of Christ may be equally sincere, and 
therefore may debate this question without calling 
down fire from heaven on each other. We have 
staked our all iipoa the respective systems herein 
presented, each claiming to be the truth relative to 
the most important point in Christian theology — 
most important, not only in itself, but because of 
the vital doctrines which stand or fall with it— most 
important because our characters in the estimation 
of our Judge are good or bad in his sight, according 
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to tlie faiUi that forms them. Social virtues can 
never take the place of religiovs ones in this or any 
other respect. The nwrality prescribed in the second 
table of the law can not compensate for the want of 
the morality prescribed by the first. Man hohelh 
upon the outward ap'psarance, hut ike Lord hokelh upon 
Hie heart. As a man thinketh in his heart, so is he. 
He that believelli on (he Son hath everlastmg life ; and 
he that helievetfi not (he Son, shall not see life, hut the 
wrath of God ahideOi on him. These words of Scrip- 
ture show the falsity of a favorite sentiment often in 
the months of men : " He can not be wrong, whose 
life is in the right." 

Were the mere interests of sect or theory alone 
involved in the previous discussion, we should not 
have taxed your attention with what we have writ- 
ten. But far beyond this, the salvatiom op the 
Soul is the great matter involved. Upon no ques- 
tion ought we to expend more serious and anxious 
thought than this, What shall it profit a man, if he 
gain the whole world and lose his own soul? What is 
meant by losing the soul, is plain from the words 
of Scripture, or there is nothing plain under the sun. 
Tlie wicked shall he tuimed into hell, and all the nations 
that forget God. This is a clear threatening of banish- 
ment from Him, To make "Hell" here, to mean 
the grave or the invisible state of the dead, is ab- 
surd ; because the good shall be turned into both. 
Christ has given us the meaning we must attach to 
this phrase. 
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Mat. 10 ; 33. — Fear wit Ihem, wkidi kill the body, hiii are not 
able to KU the sotU ; but rather fear him who is able to desteot 
IkA soul and hody in nEiL. 25 : 4G. — These .ihall go aviay into ■ 

BTEKLASTINO rOKlSHMEKT, but the righteOtlS iniO LIFE ETBRMAL. 

Now, supposing we are mistaken as to the meaning 
of these and similar passages, and that in the end, it 
shall turn out that we have been providing against 
dangers that have no existence. What then? Shall 
we be worse off for this? Upon your own prin- 
ciples, we shall not. It shall be well with us, and 
it shall appear even in the case of perfidious Judas, 
that it is bettexfor him t/tat he was horn, notwithstand- 
ing the high authority that decided otherwise. 

But upon the supposition that you are mistaken, 
in the interpretation of these passages in your de- 
nial of endless banishment from God, what then? 
Christ said : Jf ye believe not Siat I am he ye shall die 
VI your stns, and where I am ye can not come. This 
IS plain. He who dies in his sins, dies unforgiven, 
unredeemed, unpurified, and enters the future world 
precisely m the same character with which he left 
tins. "What then? 

Eev. 21 : 27. — And there shall in no wise enter into it (heaven) 
any thing tluiZ dejileih, neither whatsoever worhth abomination, or 
maieth a lie. 

Now, if we do not resort to Dr. Channing's rule 
for twisting tests, it certainly appears that the bulk 
of probabilities- is in favor of our interpretation, and 
that the mass of argument is against that of the Uni- 
versahst and the Unitarian. If we are mistaken, it is 
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of little consequence ; but if you are mistaken, the 
consequences are awful. If Christ be God, those who 
reject his divinity and expiatory sacrifice, can never 
come where he is, and this consideration is our apo- 
logy for our plain speaking. We have studied hotk 
sides of this controversy, and we think it our imper- 
ative duty to state, what we think we have proved, the 
truHi. Faith has a controlling agency in the forma- 
tion of Christian character ; for the want of a certain 
kind of faith, is the reason for the a'^surance given, 
lohere I a.m ye can not come. If our premises and 
conclusions be incorrect, it is of little 'eonseijuence ; 
but if they are, as we hold them, true — then we 
think the whole matter is summed up in this syllo- 
gism: 

Whoever finally rejects any of the claims of 
Christ, can never be where he is. 

But Supreme Divinity is a claim of Christ ; there- 
fore 

Whoever finally rejects the Supreme Divinity of 
Christ, can never be where he is. 

This is the great claim He made, and in the support 
of which he died. If Christ be not God, it is impos- 
sible to accept the doctrines of " Orthodoxy ;" there- 
fore, the distinctive formative faith just spoken of, 
depends upon this leading' claim of our Redeemer. 
We wish to state painful truth, without exciting pre- 
judice, and without giving offense. The interest 
involved is too great to allow us to be deterred, by 
any appreliension of what they may say, whose first 
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interest is to uphold a system. And we can not 
apologize for the solemn truth stated by Christ 
himself. 

The possibility of any ground for this argument, 
commends it to earnest attention. The proofs of 
Christ's divine nature we have given. We think 
they can not be met by proofs of his human nature, 
about which there is no dispute. It appears evident, 
that Unitarians must fairly get rid of the dUemmas in 
which they are placed, before they can consistently 
denounce us as uncharilaUe, for framing the syllo- 
gism we present for your consideration. The major 
is based upon tlie strong declaration of Christ ; the 
minor is based upon the general argument of this 
book, whose particulars, with their consequences, we 
have carefully studied, and confidently submit. The 
conclusion is based upon reason, of which it has often 
been said we arc sadly deficient. 

This tremendous consequence, therefore, should 
lead us to banish every extraneous question, every 
" side-issue," and settle it with ourselves whether it 
be wise, safe, or even generous towards our own 
souls, to neglect or reject this doctrine for which we 
contend, on the ground of alleged "intrinsic impos- 
sibility!' — an tJ priori assertion, which may be con- 
fronted with the declaration of Paul : The wisdom of 
this world ts foolishness wiHi God. 

Now, then, to what does the denial of the Divinity 
of Christ lead? 

1. It leads to a degradation of the Scriptures. We 
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have givea extracts from the book of a convert from 
"Orthodoxy," entitled, "How I became a Unitarian." 
They are sufficiently startling, and show HOW. He 
began by degrading the word of God, before he 
could extort its aid in degrading the Son of God. 
He says, (p. 36 :) " That the apostles were not men 
of an infallible judgment," (referring to what he is 
pleased to suppose their mistake as to the Lord's 
second coming,) " and that they could be mistaken 
upon a subject of the most engrossing interest to 
themselves and to the age in which they lived." 
And to show this, he exhibits Peter, "as possibly 
distrusting his own interpretation of the event, 
ingeniously qualifying the prediction, by saying that 
' a day with the Lord is as a thousand years 1' " 
Speaking of the character of Jesus, he says, (p. 104:) 
"It is only in a moral aspect that this character 
preserves, to oiir view of it, its beautiful consistency 
and striking heroism. And yet would this he sadly 
broken and disfigured, if we admitted much to be 
true that the Evangelists said of him. But this we 
can not do" 1 1 ! Once men get to this point, it is easy 
for them to answer every hard argument by denying 
the capacity or the inspiration of the sacred writers, 
or by adopting Dr. Channing's rule of " turning texts 
from their most obvious meaning." When we follow 
such guides, it is a great kindness if Providence 
send a voice to whisper in our ears, " Beware of tlie 
ditch !" 
2. It leads to a denial of vicarious atonement by 
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tliu blood of Christ. We liave quoted ££ few passages 
v/hieh corroborate that emphatic OBe, "Who his own 
self bare our sins in Ms own body on the treef and we 
might fill pages with extracts from the Scriptures to 
the same purpose, Now, if Christ be not God, 
Unitarians are quite consistent in rejecting the atone- 
ment, because it is absurd to suppose, that the most 
[lerfect man that ever lived could " by any means 
redeem his brother" from the power of sin, or from 
the curse of the law. But we are told, without t/ic 
sheMimj of hlood there is no remission. The Mood of 
Jesus Christ ckansefh from all sin. He made peace 
through the blood of his cross. The blood of Christ slmU 
purge your conscience from dead works, to serve the liv- 
irtrj Cfod. The song of the redeemed is ; Unto him 
that loved us, and washed us from our sins in his own 
Mood. TJwu art worthy to take tJie book, &i^,—fbr thou 
wast slain, and hast redeemed us io God by thy blood 
out of every hindred, and tongue, and people, and nation. 
These and many more tests make the doctrine of 
vicarious suffering as plain as words can make it. 
There is salvation in no other way to any man who 
rejects it. (Acts 4 : 12 ; 1 Cor. 15 : 3; Eph, 2 : 14r- 
1(5 ; 1 Pet. 4 : 1 ; Heb. 2 : 2, 3,) This is clear, from 
what Paul says, (Eom. 5 : 8, 9, 11 :) But God com- 
mcndeth his love towards us, in thai while we were yet 
sinners Christ died for us. Much mare then being now 
justified by his hlood, we shall be saved from wrath 
through him^^hy whom toe have received the atonement. 
In opposition to this, the author last quoted says, 
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(p. 116:) " No theological fiction can-save him (the 
sinner) from the moral stain with wliich his sin taints 
him, and the only alonemenf (italics our own) " he 
can make to the moral la,vr, is to wash it out with 
his tears (!) Then God can forgive as well without 
as with the merits of another." We really believe 
that no fiction can save any body from any thing; 
certainly not from being tainted with a moral stain ! 
Nor do we think that any such washing is recLuired 
by God, or competent to man, because impossible in 
the nature of things. Further, we think that "the 
only atonement" here allowed, upon which God can 
forgive, is no atonement at all, nor can all the tears 
ever shed, cancel moral guilt. Man can make no 
atonement for his sin of any kind. He may receive 
atonement by Christ, but nowhere in the New Tes- 
tament is he recLuired to malce atonement, simply 
because it is out of his power. (Jer, 2 : 22.) For 
iJiough t/iou wash thee vnth nitre, and take thee much 
soap, yet thine iniquity ts marhed before me, saith Hie 
Lord God. 

Seeking salvation by the merit of Christ, he says, 
(p. 117,) " would indict the believer as seeking the 
appropriation to himself of another'-s virtues under 
' false pretenses.' " A very extraordinary indictment, 
indeed I We can very well understand how one maj' 
appropriate to himself the henefils of another's virtue, 
as in the ease of suretyship ; but " to seek to appro- 
priate another's virtue under false pretenses," is a 
most remarkable seeking ! While these rare speci- 
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mens, not of "English pure and undeflled," but of 
the author's strong views of things in a neiu light, are 
impartially compared with the Apostle's words, it 
seems to us, conviction must flash upon the caadid 
mind, that Ilnitarianism, as it is called, is aperversion 
of the Gospel, which goes to subvert a man in the 
cause of his own salvation. If the Bible be true, it 
can not 'be otherwise ; for our tears and our doings, 
it is asserted, will gain more for us than the blood and 
righteousness of Christ ! But He has taught in lan- 
guage that admits of no mistake, and which should 
make Unitarians tremble, because, by their own 
showing, it was spoken of Unitarians: Except your 
righteousness exceed the righteousness of (he Scribes and 
Pharisees, ye shall in NO CASE enter the lingdom of 
heaven. 

We are frequently reminded that the Jetcs 
were all Unitarians. The men alluded to by our 
Saviour in the last quotation, stoned him because he 
made himself equal with God, saying that God was 
his own Father. They were therefore zealous Unit- 
arians, rejecting the sacrifice of Christ as the procur- 
ing cause of reconciliation with God, and contending 
for salvation by works. Indeed, aside from their 
national customs, they were, as to faith, very little 
different from Unitarians of the present day, than 
whom, however, they were far more consistent; 
because, rejecting the claim to divinity which Christ 
made, they took him to be a very bad man, on that 
account; and the more dangerous, because of unim- 
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pcachable character, thereby beguiling the common 
people, who, not seeing his ulterior aim, took him to 
be a good man, and, if we may judge from unmerous 
examples, regarded and worshipped him as divine. 
Now, if Christ could thus affirm of the zealous Unit- 
arians who crucified him, what shall be said differ- 
ently of those of the present day, whose religious 
faith and dependence were in all respects the same 
as theirs, but without the advantage of their consist- 
ency ? It seems very plain, then, that Unitarian right- 
eousness shall in HO CASE procure admission into 
heaven. Unless Christ be made unto us wisdom, and 
righteousness, and sanctijtcation, and redemption, there 
is nothing left to us but afearfal looking for of wrath. 
God haffi made him sin for us, who knew no sin ; that 
we might be made the righteousness of God in him. 

Because your salvation entirely depends upon the 
satisfaction and righteousness of Christ, which the 
Unitarian system repudiates, we say to you, Beware 
of Unitarianiam. It will wrap your soul in the 
winding-sheet of the second death. Say not, this is 
uncharitable. It is the very reverse. For if it be an 
act of kindness to drag a man in sweet repose, from 
his bed, around which the flame is curling ; if it be 
kindness to probe the agonizing victim of disease, to 
save his life ; then it is kindness to cry aloud and 
spare not, lest the cross of Christ he made of none effect, 
in the estimation of men taught to regard Him, simply 
for example's sake, as the sublime hero of a tragic 
tale. 
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It is our hope, dear reader, that our company has 
not been unprofitable. If yon have been benefited, 
we are satisfied ; but before we part, in view of what 
Christ has done for us, let us join in saying : 

" TO THE ONLY WISE GOD OUR SAVIOUE 
BE GLOEY AND MAJE3TY, DOMINION AND 
POWEE, BOTH NOW AND EVER. AMEN." 



Dsilt dj'ing Lamb, thy precious blood 
Sliall never lose jta power, 

Till all the ransomed Church of Grod 
Be saved to sin no moro. 



since hy faitli, I saw tho stream 
Thy flowing wounda supply, 

has been my theme, 
And shall be till I die. 



Then in a nobler, sweeter song, 

I'U sing thy power to save. 
When this poor lisping, atammeiing tongua 

lies silent in. the grave. 



Lord, I believe thou hast prepared, 
Unworthy though I be, 

For me a blood-bought free reward, 
A golden harp for mel 
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'Tis strurg, and tuned, for endless years, 
And formed by power divine, 

To sound in God the Father's ears 
Ko other name but thine. 

COWPEE. 
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Is hia coctroveray with Dr. Frieatley, Bisliop Horaley gave 
the substance of the following letter, to show how easily Moham- 
medanism ani3 the scheme of Dr. P. might be madfe to amalga- 
mate. This letter was \vritten more thac a centnry before, and 
although by his own showing ita sentiments were his own, Dr. P. 
roundly denied ita authenticity ; whereupon the Bishop had re- 
course to the original document, which he found in the ArcU- 
episcopal Library at Lambeth, written in a very fajr hand, with 
two other papers on the same subject ; and "he thus writes : " I 
do most solemnly aver that I have this day, Jan. 15, 1789, com- 
pared the letter to Araeth Ben Ameth, ss published bj Dr. Leslie 
in his Socinian Controversy Discussed, with the manuscript in the 
Archbishop^ library, and find that the printed copy, with the 
exception of some trivial typographical errors, is exactly con- 
formable to the manuscript, witiont the omission or addition of 
a single word."* 

This letter was rejected by the Mussulman withont examina- 
tion; thoa it came to be preeerved in tie said Library. We 
transfer it from Leslie's- works, now scarce, as & theological mri- 

* HoBloy'BTraotBjp.BTO. 
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osil-y, mainly interesting tin account of the practical fendencieg 
and exegetical manifestation of the system it advocates— a sya- 
(em in no respects altered since the fraternal oTertnre was made 
to the followers of tie False Prophet, 

Iia ILLUSTIilOIJS EXCEILENCY 



Emhassadol- of (he inigMy Emperor of Fez and Morocco, io Charles IT., 
King of Great Britain. 

Amongst the many splendid entertainments and receptions, amidst 
the seyeral congratolatory cnoomiuma and presents, that were offered 
unto your excellency, as pnblia testimonies of the esteem and admir-' 
ation flio inhabitants of this "Western Empire do justly conceive of 
the mighty and glorioiis Emperor of Morocco, Jour master, and of 
joor own peciiliar virtues, there hath been no such address or pre- 
sent made unto your excellency, none, as wo presume, that was of 
a we^htier importan.ee (though slenderer appearance) than this 
whicb we now suhmit to your liking and acceptance at your de- 
parture. For tie contents thereof; being about the mysteries of that 
all-sufflciont and invisible one Deity, its own intrinsic value needB no 
words, nor the usual adornments that might be expected from us, fo 
sot it out with an outward splendor to so discerning a person in 
spiritual and sublime matters as your excellcnoy is known to he, 
even in tlie judgment of learned uni'rcraties. Besides, truth m. these 
countries is ihin to go sometimes, like princes, in a disguise, who, 
being out of then own kingdoms, are driven to put by their royal 
habiliments, for to converse with more safely and freedom with a 
few wise and faithful worthies they can best trust. Religion, then, 
excellent su', the .reli^on of an one only Godhmd, {as also of many 
Xher great verities wherein ye agree with our sect, and dis^ee 
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from other Cliriatians,) is the -reilcd princess, whereof we are now 
become the venturesome ushers into jour eseellenoj'a presence; 1 
said TentiiTGSorae, not by reason of any affront wo need fear at yonr 
hands, hut rather from the rash severity of some of our own felbw- 
Christians here, for venting those verities we shall declare to hold ra 
common with y&a, (which are oontraiy to them ;) yet Christ's and our 
epirit is otherwise, to essay by gentle persuasions and union with aJl 
mankind, as far as may be. 

Know, therefore, noblo sir, that we are of tliat sect of ChrislianB 
that are cailod Unitarians, who, first of all, do, both in our own 
namca and in tbat of a multitude of our persuasion, (a wise and re- 
i g us rt 1 p pie,) h rt ly salute and congratulate your eicel- 
I n an.1 11 ti at why , as voUuries and feUovi-vionhippers 

fthai I sjp isD t fth Atoighty Father and Creator, And 
n gr Uy Kj and Oia k h divmo bounty, that hatli preserved 
J ur Emp and his peopl a tlio exoellent knowledge of that 
tlli,t Igthbhff only Sovereign God, (who liath no 
hstin t pl ahty f p rsons,) and in many other wholesome 

d trm v,h m y p rs about which this, our western psrt 

f tl w Id, d li ed mt several errors, from the integrity of 
then' predecessors. Eut besides this much in the general, our attend- 
anoe on jour excellency at this time hath a more special prospect, 
as you shall perceive by the sequel. For about thirty or more years, 
there came an embassador, as your excellency is, from the Emperor 
of Morocco, into Europe, with whom Count Maurice, of Nassau, 
Prince of Orange, {a Protestant Christian,) and the Prince of Portu- 
gal, (a Papal Christian,) hold a conference about the Christian and 
Mohammedan religion. The embassador deferred then to apeak fully 
his mind on. the matter till after his return homo ; and when he had 
there consulted with the learned in the Alcoran, ho sends his answer 
in B letter which not only sets forth the tenets of hia own reli^on, 
but also refutes some errors held among the Protestant and SomaaisI 
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Cliriatians, in somo of which, a? in other [loints, ivc presume, that 
cnibassador ivaa mistatea and miainstnickd. ITow vre herewiUi 
proaont unto your excellenoy a Euthfol transcript of that letter, that's 
with dlfflculty to bo seen, only in tha cahinets of those princes fo 
whom it was directed in Latin; not that wa" account llio conieuta 
thereof to bo a novelty to yon that are of ihat religion, but because 
it ia a piece of rarity and learning ; and cliiefly Tor that it is the found- 
ation on which we build another small pioce or two in Hie same lan- 
guage; the which we here dedicate likewlao unto your Emporor, to 
your escelleney, and to his Mauritanian subjeols, the which compre- 
hends the main design of our waiting on you at present. Now, (br- 
aarauch aa 'that noblo embassador doth in this letter write somo 
things which to us scorn very ungrounded, and tJierem charges with- 
out auIEcient distinction the wliole body of Cliristians with such 
errors which we tTnilat joiis do abhor as wtll aa the Mbhammfdaas, 
nitli whom u^ mini ogres in sacb, even against our offtfr fcUow- 
Chnstians, iierefore we that are fain tii bo more exercised soldiers 
in such controverted pomts of religion, and shonld best know the 
differences in Europe about the enmo, shall midortiike in this, our 
lecond and Uind trcitisc, (which arc but as observatmns on that 
letter,) ilrst, to set forth, (for your better information,) briefly and 
distinctly, in what pomts bU Christians do generally agree with tha 
Mohammedajts in matters of reli^on ; secondly, in what tiiinga 
Christiana universally disagree from you, witii the reaaona fur the 
same ; thirdly, in what eases yon do justly dissent from the Roman 
Catholics ; fourthly, that Protestant Ohriatlana do join with you in 
your condenming of those RmaUh errors, and theuB and our reasons 
for the same ; flllhly, we intend there to lay down in what atticlea 
we, the Unitarian Christiaos, (of tJl others,) rfo soldy amcw teith you 
MoMmmedans, (to which wo draw nigber in those important points 
than all other Protestant or Papal Christians.) With our additional 
ailments to yours, to proTB that both vie and yoa have unnvoidablo 
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grounds, from Scripture aud reason, to dissent from other Cliristiana 
ia HDch veriiies, (though wo do count them otherwise,) out brethren 
in oar lord Jesua Christ. 

Therefore, in the sixth place, we, <m your ntarest feUotc-cliampions 
far those trutfis ; wo, who, with our Unitarian brethren, weie in all 
agea exercised to d^eyid toith our pens (he faith of one Swpreme God, 
(iMihoal personalties orplia^liUes,) as he halh raise&your Mohammed 
to do the same with the sword, as a scourge on those idolizing Ckrist- 
idna; we, I say, in this, our peculiar lot in religious conlroveraies, 
ehaU, in our duty of lore, undertake to discover unto you, ia these 
our books, Ihose weak places tLat are found m the platform c£ your 
rohgion, and shall herein (with your fayor) offer to jour consideration 
some materials to repair them ; for we do {for Wm mndKaiUin of your 
Law-Maker's glory) strive to prove that such taulta end irregularities, 
not edheHng leiih the fashion of Vte rest of the Akorait building, nor 
VJith the undoubted sayings of your prophet, nw with the Gospel of 
Christ, (whereof Mohammed would have Mmielf to be but & preacher,) 
that therefore (I say) those contradictions were foisted mto the scal> 
tered papers found after Mohajnmed's deatb, of which, in truth, the 
Alcoran was made up, it heir^ otherwise impossible that a man of 
that judgment, that hath proved iteelf in other things so conspieu- 
ously, should be guilty of so many and frequent repugnancies as are 
to be seen in thoso writings and laws that are now a days given 
out under his name. We do, then, in theao our papers endeavor to 
clear by whom, and in what time, such alteraljons were made m the 
fii^t setting-out of the Aleoran ; and though we have ten times more 
to urge on the same subject than we present, yet by a few summaiy 
touches that we have here in a few days made up for your view, we 
suppose there may be enough to satisfy any unprejudiced and think- 
ing persons. Such as it is, we beseech you to accept thereof as 
friendly advices left to your reason and conscience to judge of witt 
ig we offer not (lie same as to flefemo or upbraid 
8* 
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yoTi, but oat of humanity and a loving spirit, to tlie end that, if you 
tliink fit to examine and redress those errors, wa may by your pro- 
ceedings sloj) fSe nwaiks of your adversaries, i^ainst whom we ate 
often foin (o stand for yon in aach points wherein wo may well and 
reasonably do it. Lest, after all, your oseeEency should judge of 
this om' undertiJdng and present in a nanow and contracted idea, 
suitable fo the slendemess of our persons, parts, or retinue, who are 
but two single philosophers,* and jet come as orators of those Vni- 
tariaas whom we proclaimed to be so great and considerable a peo- 
ple, it is necessary we should girB a short view of the antiquity and 
extent of tbia noble sect, and hint to you the reasons that make 
them in these European parts use such cautiousness, and BiS to their 
senfimenta to carry themselves, as those princes I mentioned, to go 
incogmto. 

As to their antiquity, I need but call it to your mind that not caily 
all the patriarchs down from Adam till Moses, not only all tiie Jewa 
under Hie written Law and the Old Testament, to this very day, 
were still worshippers of an one only God, (without a trinity of per- 
sons,) but that also all the primitiTO Christians, in and after Christ 
and his apostles' Ume, never owned any other besides that single and 
Supreme Deity ; and all the true and purest Christians, their lawlul 
disdples, do to this very day worship no other but the sole Sovereign 
Qod, the Father and Maker of all things. And therefore are we 
called Unitarians, as worshippers of that one only Godhead in es- 
sence and person, that we may be distinguished from those bact- 
slidiog Christians named Trinitarians, who own three coequal and 
self-subdsting Persons, whereof every one is an absolute and infinite 
God, (as tlioy pretend ;) and yet they'll have all these three to bo 

• The agent of ths Sodntana wlio bore this letter was Monsleut VcRe. Aa 
they-wonia bava aspni^lea thoKoraii, so they bavo Uw New Tsatamenl; mi 
&H traces of llia dislnity ot our Savionr aie eipnuged In tbeir Imptovefl Teralon. 
Tbls was esattj done by tba aid of Criliciica, and of Dr. CliaoDlBg^ ml*. 
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but one God, whicU is sueh a contradicting absurdity, that certainly 
our wisa Malier and Lawpver would never imposo it to be belioved 
upon, tbat harmonious and relativa reotitudo lie bath placed ia the 
reason of man. But of the first who opposed this riang error in old 
timoa was Paul of Samosate, a zealous and learned Bishop of Antiocb, 
with his people and adherents ; he lived mxty years before the Coun- 
cil of Nice, that was bold on this subject about liiree hundred yeaia 
after the ascension of Christ «>ur Lord. There was also Maieellus, 
Bishop of Aneyraj in Galatia, with bis friends and followers ; Eusta- 
thius, Bishop of Antioch, and Arius, aPresbjter of Alexandria, with 
many more that lived in flie time of that Council, did openly with- 
ataud and refute the Trinitm'ian schism, as we see in tbo cbronielea 
of that age. I orcut Pliotinus, Bishop of Syrmium, and the famous 
Kestorius, wiUi many more persecuted persons for the same truth, 
who, though they bad some nominal differency about the two curious 
eiposltions of those mysteries, yet they agreed in that main point 
of the undistinguished sovereign unity. And from the reign of the 
Emperor Conatantine, both the oriental and occidental Empire gene- 
rally peraated for soma hundred years in that aamo Mih, reasting 
"those contradictory opmions of the Trinitarians, Even in the declin- 
ing times of Christianity, occasioned by the growth, or the tyrannical 
usuipation, of the popes and clergj, who would tbroe their priva,te 
notions and human inventions on men's consciences ; that ia, in the 
roign of tho Emperor Charles the Great, about the year 800, Bonoaua 
and Elipandus, with otber bishops and Christians in Spam, unani- 
mously opposed the doctrine of the Trinity. And of late years, in 
Europe, stood up the pious and noble personage Fauslus Sociitas, 
and his Foknian association of learned personages, that writ many 
volumes against that and other spmng-up errors amor^ Christians. 
But now, to lay before your excellency tho extent of this orthodox 
faith of tho Unitarian Christiaos, in what nations is it held, be pleased 
to observe that all the Christiana throughout Persia, Armenia, Mew- 
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potamia, Uioso called of St. TLomas, ami some Iloliaaders, and Portu- 
gese in Asia, tliose that live amoag tlie Creeks in Europe, even your 
neighboring ChtlsUans in Nubia — all those together (which far ex- 
ceed the Trinitj-Esaerting Christians) do maJntaJc with us that foith 
of one Sorereign God, one only in person and essence.* And why 
should I forget to add you Mohammedans, who also consent wi&i iie in 
the belief and vicrship of an one only Supreme Deity ? To whom be 
glory for ever. Amen. 

But in the west and north of Europe wo are not bo mimerooa, by 
reason of the inhumanity of the clei^, who, contrary to the gantte 
ways of Christ, would convince us and others, but by Sre, and thun- 
der, and gaols, and sworda of princes, though our patient carriage 
and brotherly love towards them for their precioua truths ive still 
hold in common, might evidence to them of what sort of spu-it both 
they and we are. Tet our people are numerous in Poland, in Hun- 
gary, Holland as well as England; hut bemg imder the threats of 
suoh un-ChriBtJB,n persecutors, (which bath been, in the wisdom of 
God, Ite lot of all true Christians from the begmning, for lo try, ex- 
ercise, and fortify their knowledge and virtue by tho oppo^lioE of 
their adrcrsariea,) wo cannot open ourselves, nor ai^o touching our' 
faith, but that even our neatest friends that are Trinitarians, out of 
a mistaken zeal, would be the Erst to deliver ua up to bishops' courts, 
prisons, and inquisitions, to the endangering both onrlives and fortunes. 
That is the sad reason that we have not hitherto wailed m greater 
niimhers lo amgraiulate and welcome your excellmcy, nor can at this 
present in suoh a manner as we well judge to be suitable to your 
grandeur, and the respect wc hear to your prince and people, for any 
share of divine truth you or any otJier do hold entire with us from 
our God and from our Saviour Christ 

Countenance, therefore, this philosophical plainness and freedom, 

(that's part of our profession,) which embolden us two to be more 

" BiBbop Hntsley hw sufficiently Invalidated Ihsse daii™. 
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forward Itiaii othora of our persuaaon to ofTer to you, rather Uian 
fail, even a mess of our ovia trade, Buet alight presonta in appear- 
ance 33 those littlo books are, wlioso contents, neyertheless, we think 
so important for the good of your sonls that we would ho ready {if 
ncooptahle) to go and assort the 'contents thereof to the learned of 
yoiir country, had we any prospect of success, while we are Tineertain 
what enlertainiwut attends such as would object any thing against 
your Alcoran, bo it never so modestly and lovingly proposed. 

Therefore, sines wo can not now in person, be pleased, nohle sir, 
to communieate the import of these mamascripta to the consideration 
of the fltfeat persona of your countrymen, only as a scantling of who.t 
the more learned of our Unitarian hrethren could say, far beyond any 
tiling that's here on these subjects of our differenoos. And lest you 
might thmk it too mean an office to be instrumental in spreading any 
such divine verity, consider, if it be so great a matter to perform the 
part of an embassador among earthly princes, (which your escellenoy 
iiath so laudably done of late,) how far moro glorious is it te under- 
take the least embassy in the cause and religion of the Supremo 
Monarch of the world ! To whom bo glory and dominion for ever. 
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